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Editorial 


The Cabinet Crisis in Israel 


or MINISTER David Ben Gurion has handed 
in his resignation to President Weizmann. 
At the present writing attempts are being made 
to form a new Cabinet, though it does not ap- 
pear likely that these efforts will succeed. In 
that case general elections will be held in Israel 
in the near future. 

What caused the Cabinet crisis? At this dis- 
tance it is impossible, and to a certain extent 
irrelevant, to determine the last straw which 
compelled Ben Gurion’s resignation. Since its 
formation about two years ago, the Cabinet gov- 
erning the country consists of an uneasy coali- 
tion between Mapai, the party of the majority, 
and the Religious Bloc consisting of four sep- 
arate organizations. Other small parties, such 
as the Sephardi group and the Progressive Zion- 
ists, were also part of the coalition. But it has 
been evident from the very start that the dura- 
tion of the coalition would depend on the good- 
will of the Religious Bloc. 

Many had hoped that the responsibilities of 
government would temper the urge of the Or- 
thodox to impose their religious convictions as 
well as their middle class economic policies upon 
the country as a whole. It was hoped that par- 
ticipation in the government would impel them 
to statesmanship rather than narrow partisan- 
ship. To achieve this end and to maintain a 
stable government Mapai has made numerous 
concessions to the Religious Bloc—concessions 
that were far from popular even among pious 
elements of the population. 

These concessions and the willingness of Mapai 
to meet the Religious Bloc more than half-way 
have proved a failure. The appetite of the Re- 
ligious Bloc has grown with the eating and ap- 
pears to be insatiable. The Cabinet now resigned 
had to face frequent ultimatums from the Re- 
ligious Bloc. Despite such a duress, working 
compromises have been repeatedly reached. But 
as the economic hardships of Israel grew under 
the pressure of the continuing mass immigra- 
tion, the Religious Bloc added economic demands 
to its religious ones. They demanded that the 
Vice Ministries of trade and education be given 
to them—a demand which was not granted. 
When they tried to extort this concession by 
their usual threat of resignation, Ben Gurion 
had no alternative—short of knuckling under 
to tactics which were often barely distinguish- 
able from political blackmail—except to resign 
and place the entire issue before the electorate. 


Comment 


We need hardly stress that a general election 
in Israel at this time is not something to be wel- 
comed with joy. Elections are expensive; they 
divert energies sorely needed for constructive 
activities. Rivalries become sharpened and poli- 
tical and social animosities gain a new, and fre- 
quently harmful, edge. There is still another 
reason why elections in Israel at this time should 
have been avoided. About seventy percent of 
the population of the country are new immi- 
grants still in the midst of economic and social 
acclimatization. Many of them, coming as they 
do from backward countries such as Yemen and 
North Africa, cannot be expected to have as- 
similated the full meaning and responsibility of 
democratic procedures in so short a time. Un- 
der these circumstances they may become an 
easy prey to demagogic electioneering promises. 
One can expect that the same kind of unscrupu- 
lous behavior on the part of the right which 
forced the resignation of the government at 
this critical stage will be employed to win votes. 

Despite the above objections, the forthcoming 
general elections would not be an unmitigated 
evil were a strong and unified government to 
emerge from them. But such a prospect is high- 
ly improbable. The Orthodox elements, cashing 
in on the religious sensibilities of the immigrants 
from Oriental countries, may win a few ad- 
ditional seats in Knesseth. Beyond this no sign- 
nificant change in party strength is anticipated. 

The tragedy of Israel’s political life at this 
time—and in this respect Israel is not different 
from many other countries—lies in the disunity 
within the ranks of labor. The organized labor 
sector of the population constitutes a clear ma- 
jority, but it is split into antagonistic camps. 
Mapam stands firm on a program of orientation 
to the East and non-cooperation with “reform- 
ist” socialists. Hapoel Hamizrachi, on the other 
hand, is still examining its conscience and try- 
ing to decide whether its heart belongs to labor 
or to orthodoxy—a meaningless vacillation that 
is a result of thought habits rather than of a 
serious appraisal of the situation. 

At this distance from the scene it may be 
permissible to indulge in hopes which may not 
be realized. If the labor movement in Israel 
could find the strength to overcome organiza- 
tional inertia and abandon partisan cliches out 
of a sense of responsibility to the people, a labor 
bloc based on agreement on the fundamental 
issues confronting the country could emerge in 
Israel. Such a labor bloc, transcending party 
boundaries, could easily obtain a clear working 
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majority in Kuesseth and assure a responsible 
and stable government for the coming years 
of political and economic hardship. Barring such 
a development Israel may now be entering a 
period of turmoil like that of France, with cab- 
inets changing frequently and political passions 
ruling where a sense of national responsibility 
should prevail. 


Black Marketeers or ‘Just Folks’? 


IGHT WING General Zionist elements in the 

United States have not remained passive in 
the general right wing offensive against the 
Ben Gurion Cabinet. On more than one oc- 
casion the ZOA has advocated a change of eco- 
nomic policy in Israel further favoring private 
investors on the ostensible grounds that an op- 
portunity to make profits in Israel and to with- 
draw these same profits in hard currency will 
somehow help the foreign currency starved 
country. 


This offensive has frequently been rational- 
ized with a type of reasoning that is indicative 
of Zionist demoralization. The time for sacri- 
fices and severe national discipline is over, so 
the argument runs. Away with austerity restric- 
tions; down with control of profits; let nature 
take its course. 


An illuminating formulation of this approval 
has been given by Dr. Samuel Margoshes, a 
spokesman for the General Zionists of the United 
States, Writing in The Day of October 12, 1950, 
concerning the government’s fight against black 
marketeering in Israel, he says: “There was a 
time when the Yishuv in Palestine consisted al- 
most wholly of exceptional people . . . pioneers 
cleared the swamps, founded villages and towns 
and built the kvutzoth. That stage in the de- 
velopment of the Jewish Homeland is long past.” 


This diagnosis is far from new. As far back 
as 1924, when the first large-scale immigration 
of middle class Jews from Poland came to Pales- 
tine, a similar cry arose. We don’t need Cha- 
lutzim any more, it was then said. The grocers, 
the soda venders and the real estate speculators 
will build Palestine. The free play of private 
enterprise will take care of everything. 


As a result of this policy, the country short- 
ly hit a depression from which it did not recover 
for years. Since then the proponents of unlimit- 
ed profit enterprise have constantly returned to 
the same refrain. No more pioneering, no more 
national discipline, no more restrictions. Let’s 
have an end to Zionist idealism. Supply and 
demand will take care of everything. 


JEWIsH Front 


They have not taken care of anything, Pip. 
neering has still been required to build the coup. 
try. Labor provided it. Self-sacrifice was need. 
ed to win the war. Palmach labor command 
units bore the brunt of the fighting. 

National discipline is still needed if Israel jg 
to weather its present severe economic crisis 
The fact of the matter is that “that stage in the 
development of the Jewish Homeland” is x; 
long past, as the General Zionists so gleefully 
proclaim. Were it so, Israel’s future would in- 
deed be dubious. 

The black marketeering in Israel is a disturb. 
ing manifestation of moral letdown. It is doubly 
disturbing when a General Zionist spokesman 
of the caliber of Dr. Margoshes can lightly dis. 
miss it with: “Pray, why is it so shocking? Has 
it ever occurred to people that men and women 
in Israel are just folks, that they are human and 
subject to all the lures and temptations human 
nature is heir to?” 

That people in Israel are human is no new 
discovery. But the idea that black marketeer- 
ing in a new country absorbing immigrants at 
the rate of twenty-five per cent of its total pop- 
ulation each year is not shocking—this is some- 
thing new. It almost appears as if the right wing 
offensive on the Ben Gurion government has 
lost all sense of moral propriety. Else how ex- | 
plain this cheery, Hail, hail, the gang of black | 
marketeers is all here, and what the hell do we 
care. 

There are those who care. Those who built 
Israel as a home for the scattered and oppressed, 
those who defended it against hosts of invaders, 
those who are daily willing to deprive them- 
selves of necessities for the sake of the new im- 
migrants— they care. They will resist black 
marketeering in some Tel Aviv alley as well a 
political black marketeering that seeks, in the } 
name of so-called “human nature,” to transform | 
Israel into a chaotic economic free-for-all and 
to endanger the accomplishments of a generation. | 


The Chance of a Million Lives 


: i NATIONAL Planning Conference for | 
Israel which met in Washington, D.C. over | 
the weekend of October 28, adopted a number 
of decisions which, if carried through, will solve 
Israel’s economic problems and will provide | 
home for another six hundred thousand Jews 
whose future now hangs precariously in the bal- 
ance. 








The plan calls for an outlay of one and one- 
half billion dollars in the course of the coming 
three years. It is significant that fully one third 
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of this sum, in the form of investments and 
contributions, is scheduled to come from the 
people of Israel themselves. The remaining two 
thirds are to be raised in the United States 
through gifts, capital investments, a grant-in- 
aid from the U. S. government and the sale of 
Israeli government bonds when such a bond 
issue is approved. Israel is willing to underwrite 
such a loan and, through its payment of the in- 
terest on the bonds, to shoulder the burden of 
part of the sums to be raised in America. 

American Jews, Zionists in particular, are thus 
presented with another opportunity which may 
not recurr again. On several previous occasions 
Jews of America failed with tragic consequences. 
There was a time in the years between the two 
world wars when adequate funds could have 
saved the lives of hundreds of thousands of Euro- 
pean Jews by transporting them to Palestine. 
Unfortunately the funds were not forthcoming 
in the needed quantities. 

The situation in many countries today is in 
some respects not unlike that prior to World 
War II. War clouds are hanging on the horizon. 
In many lands of North Africa and the Middle 
East the desperate situation of the Jewish com- 
munities has but one solution—emigration. A 
trickle of Jews is still permitted to flow from 
Poland and Rumania. But here as elsewhere time 
isata premium. Emigration from Eastern Euro- 
pean countries was stopped once. It may be 
stopped again any day. 

The sum required, about three hundred mil- 
lion dollars a year for three consecutive years, 
may appear large. It is not large when one con- 
siders that it is asked of a Jewish community 
of five million people enjoying a high degree 
of prosperity. It is certainly not large when one 
bears in mind that the lives, the welfare and the 
security of a million Jews are at stake. If each 
of the approximately one million Jewish families 
in the United States should assume financial re- 
sponsibility for the migration to Israel and the 
economic integration there of only one Jew from 
Europe, North Africa or the Middle East, the 
entire task would be accomplished. 

The present opportunity may be the last one. 
We must make sure that it does not become a 
lost one. 


The Rearmament of Germany 


RADUALLY, through skillful propaganda, this 

country has been sold on the proposition 

that Germany must be rearmed. The discus- 

sions are no longer whether, but how soon and 

to what extent, the Germans are to be provided 
with modern weapons of war. 
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Looking back we find it impossible to pin 
down the hour or the occasion when the princi- 
ple of rearming Germany was settled in the affir- 
mative. No one has yet had the privilege of wit- 
nessing a change of heart on the part of the 
German population which would silence natural 
misgivings. On the contrary, most observers 
testify to the essentially unregenerate state of 
mind of the Germans. Yet it is these same unre- 
generates, enemies of humanity less than six 
years ago, that are now to be provided with the 
means of conducting warfare. 

Of course there are “reasons” for this deci- 
sion. Aggression from the East must be stopped. 
The Soviet zone of Germany has a police force 
that is in fact an army, so why not also the West? 
Moreover, we are promised that the German 
armed force will be kept within bounds and be 
properly controlled. 

That the Soviet zone of Germany has an 
army is unfortunately a fact, but this is no 
reason for emulating its example. The Soviet 
controlled zones of the world have many in- 
stitutions that democracies should not copy. As 
for keeping the proposed German armed force 
under control, it would be well to bear in mind 
the warning of such authorities as Alfred M. 
Bingham, former Chief of the Manpower Divi- 
sion of American Military Government in 
Wuertemberg-Baden, and General Telford Tay- 
lor, former Chief of Counsel for War Crimes 
at Nuremberg. In a statement addressed to 
President Truman on October 13, 1950, they 
said: “In touching off German rearmament.. . 
we are starting a process and reviving a tradition 
with the most profound and far-reaching eco- 
nomic, cultural and political implications. We 
will no more be able or willing to enforce pre- 
determined limitations on the number of Ger- 
man divisions or prohibitions against tanks and 
planes than we have been to maintain dismant- 
ling schedules and steel production quotas. Once 
German infantry starts to march, it will soon 
march with tanks; once German tanks start to 
roll, German airplanes will soon fly.” 


As for the argument that aggression from the 
East must be stopped, it is valid enough as far 
as it goes. But is an inadequately denazified 
Germany the force to stop totalitarian aggres- 
sion? It would be more than foolhardy to at- 
tempt to plug the dam against aggression with 
the high explosives of German might. 

Agreement of the western powers to the re- 
armament of Germany, before that country has 
demonstrated its fitness for admission into the 
community of civilized peoples, is one more in- 
stance of blind improvisation which promises 
to prove all too costly in the future. 








Knesseth Debates 


In 1949 the Government of Israel proposed to 
Knesseth (Parliament) a law providing that 
“there shall be no capital punishment in the 
State” excepting “any person found guilty of 
treason committed during a state of emergency.” 
The proposed law came up for debate on July 24, 
1950. We bring here a part of this debate. 


David Bar Rav Hai (Mapai) — We must free 
ourselves of concepts which at one time appeared 
to be permanent values of human civilization. 
I belong to a generation which remembers Tol- 
stoy’s outcry against capital punishment, a gen- 
eration that read Andreiev’s “The Seven Who 
Were Hanged.” These left a profound impres- 
sion on us. But that was a different era. At that 
time we had faith in mankind and believed that 
inner forces in man were gaining the upper 
hand over the evil within him. 

Our generation has witnessed the collapse of 
the foundations of society; it witnessed the rev- 
elation of the dark corners of the soul of man 
and the flaring up of Satanic urges. 


I say without qualms that the present is not 
an appropriate time to outlaw capital punish- 
ment. I do not mean to imply that the provi- 
sions for the imposition of death sentences con- 
tained in the present criminal law should be 
widely resorted to. There are opportunities for 
granting pardon which must be utilized. But 
the psychological effect of removing the two 
paragraphs regarding capital punishment may 
prove to be our undoing. 


We are surrounded by enemies. We are the 
target of attacks which follow a pattern of “hit 
and run” on all our land borders. Should we not 
bear in mind that if we outlaw the threat of a 
death sentence, the only punishment which will 
face an infiltrator who murders one of our citi- 
zens will be lifetime free board? 


Let us also frankly face the situation within 
our own camp. Many in our midst have divested 
themselves of their moral heritage along the 
road of terrible suffering, tortures and exterm- 
ination. We live in a period of confusion and the 
jettisoning of moral values. It would not be 
right, at this time, to do away with the only 
deterrent left to us. Death is the only thing 
people are still afraid of. The threat of a death 
sentence is today the sole restraint on crime. 


To avoid being misunderstood I repeat that 
I am not asking for a frequent resort to the 
death sentence. I merely claim that the time 
is not ripe for the abolition of this paragraph 
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Capital Punishment 


(capital punishment). A time will come when 
the waters will be stilled, dawn will break ang 
the good forces in man will reveal themselvye;, 
Then, alongside a general revision of our crimin. 
al laws, may be the time also for the abolition 
of capital punishment. 


Hanan Rubin (Mapam) — I am in favor of the 
abolition of capital punishment, with the excep. 
tion of death sentences imposed for Nazi crimes, 
Nothing that is said against capital puishment 
can apply to Nazi criminals, the planners and 
organizers of mass murders. 

There are three distinct approaches to the 
question of punishment. One of these general 
approaches is metaphysical and vengeful and x- 
sumes that where a crime has ben committed it 
should be remedied by means of inflicting on the 
criminal what he did to his victim. Another 
approach views punishment as a deterrent. If 
the punishment is severe enough, others will fear 
to repeat the crime. This concept is barbaric and 
brutal. It was employed during the middle ages 
and led to public executions and torture in order 
to teach the populace a lesson. The third ap- 
proach maintains that it is the function of 
punishment to reform the criminal—in cases 
when the criminal is still subject to reformation 
—to return him to society as a useful member, 
and to protect society against both criminal and 
crime. 

We reject the metaphysical approach as well 
as the one which aims to inspire fear and insists 
that punishment be constantly made more severe 
and brutal. We feel that capital punishment 
can be justified only along these lines, but that 
there is no room for it if the function of punish- 
ment is to reclaim the criminal for society and 
to defend society. The experience of decades 


has demonstrated the futility of the attempt | 
to frighten. As long as crime is engendered by | 


the social system it will not be eradicated by 
the threat of a death sentence. Brutal punish- 
ment will have a reverse effect. As long as the 
faults of society are not removed there will be 
crime. 

There is still another important argument 
against capital punishment—the fact that it 
precludes rectification of judicial errors. Many 
famous instances are known and the members 
of Knesseth no doubt recall the case of Sacco 
and Vanzetti twenty-three years ago which 
aroused the entire civilized world... . In times 
of emergency, in particular, there are many 
opportunities for error and there exists the dan- 
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ger of a public psychosis in the matter of weigh- 
ing evidence. 

It is silly to maintain that this is not the time 
for the abolition of capital punishment. Those 
who say so now will probably say the same a 
year or two later. I maintain that the time is ap- 
propriate. By renouncing its right to shed blood 
the State will rise to a higher plane as an educa- 
tional factor in this era when human life has 


become so cheap. 


Zorach Warhaftig (Religious Bloc) — Seven 
men sentenced to death are now in prison. 
The government has obligated itself not to car- 
ry out their sentences pending the decision of 
Knesseth whether there should be capital punish- 
ment in the State of Israel. The lives of prisoners 
depend on the outcome of this debate which is 
thus already of practical significance and will 
be doubly so in days to come. 

We read in the Torah that man was made in 
the image of God. Man may therefore be de- 
prived of life only at the behest of God. The 
laws we make are not commandments of God, 
consequently we have no right to deprive a man 
of life—the gift of God. 

Let it not be said that courts may decree death 
sentences in time of war when people lose their 
lives daily. We differentiate between war at the 
battle front and our attitude toward prisoners 
of war. People are killed in battle, but would 
anyone in our society justify the murder of pris- 
oners? The criminals against whom society fights 
are at war with society. The moment such crim- 
inals are apprehended they become prisoners of 
society and we must treat them as we treat pris- 
oners of war. Why should there be a difference 
between prisoners of war and prisoners of 
society? 

It is proposed that capital punishment be re- 
tained for traitors. Yet it is precisely these who 
will not be frightened by such punishment. A 
criminal might be deterred by fear of death, but 
not a traitor who thinks he works for a cause, 
and in many instances of treason gain is not the 
motive. Since a traitor will not be frightened 
by a death sentence, the punishment should 
serve the function of isolation and the preven- 
tion of certain persons from continuing their 
crimes. Life imprisonment is therefore quite suf- 
ficient for these purposes. 

In my estimation the chief aim of the aboli- 
tion of capital punishment is to enhance the 
value of human life. There is a great disdain for 
human life in our time. It is disdained every- 
where and, regrettably, this attitude is also 
beginning to crop up in Israel. For many gener- 
ations Jews have valued life. It would be inter- 
esting to study the question why there have been 
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so few cases of murder among Jews over a period 
of centuries. This was primarily a result of the 
wondrous manifestation of the love of fellow 
Jews. Every Jew, even a criminal, was aware 
that others felt love for him and therefore he 
could not lightly take the life of others. It is 
the task of the State of Israel to enhance the val- 
ue of human life in the country and to bring 
about an attitude of reverence toward the life 
of others. Criminals, too, will sense this. The 
abolition of capital punishment will be an ed- 
ucational means toward this end. Our people 
received from God and gave to the world the ten 
commandments which include Thou shalt not 
kill. Now that Israel has been reestablished 
again, we must once more bring to the world the 
commandment not to kill. 


Itzhak Ben Zvi (Mapai) —We live in a country 
in which the custom of vendetta is widespread. 
Vendetta means that blood relations of the vic- 
tim do not wait till the government executes the 
criminal but take the law into their own hands 
and kill the criminal and his family—sometimes 
his entire tribe. Those familiar with this custom 
know how cruel it is in practice. How can we 
fight against this custom if we deprive the courts 
of the right to execute the criminal? Everyone 
will agree that this custom must be uprooted, 
but how is this to be accomplished? Will this 
custom be eradicated by telling the injured par- 
ty: You must not kill the murderer, but should 
you do so you can rest assured that you will not 
be executed but will spend the rest of your days 
on free board, and you must also know that Jews 
are merciful and will eventually let you go. Is 
it practical in a country where the vendetta is 
practiced to do away with an existing law which 
aims to restrain murders and blood feuds? I 
think that we must not do such a thing. I know 
that blood feuding is not limited to the Arabs 
and is also practiced by Jews. 


Yacov Klinov (General Zionists) —It is not rea- 
sonable to assume that capital punishment can 
deter potential criminals. Most murders occur 
as a result of a sudden and powerful drive be- 
yond the control of the culprit. Rational aware- 
ness of the punishment to come cannot influence 
the criminal at such moments. Recently there 
has occurred a murder—still in the first stages 
of investigation—on a background of love and 
jealousy. This murder was committed by a 
young girl. It should not be assumed that the 
girl was unaware of the consequences to herself 
of her crime. Did she refrain from acting out 
of fear of the consequences? 

I also want to touch on the reason advanced 
by Knesseth Member Ben Zvi in connection with 
blood feuds. Though Mr. Ben Zvi has lived long 
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in this country and knows our neighbor nation 
and the various communities in our midst he 
will be unable to prove beyond a reasonable 
doubt that the vendetta can be eradicated by 
means of the threat of capital punishment. A 
person going to avenge the death of a blood re- 
lation believes that he is acting in accordance 
with religion or tradition; that he must do so 
at all costs. It is true that this is an indication 
of a low cultural level, but the cultural level of 
communities and peoples cannot be raised by 
means of more severe punishment. 


Beba Idelson (Mapai) — Life imprisonment is 
worse than a death sentence. What is life im- 
prisonment? It is a condemnation to total isola- 
tion from all the things one holds dear, from life 
itself. Life without enjoyment of such element- 
ary human rights can hardly be called living, 
and is a sufficient deterrent. The “advanced” 
world stuffs a person condemned to death with 
a good meal before his execution. We read in 
the press that seven murderers are now awaiting 
execution of their sentence. Life imprisonment 
was considered too good for them. We must 
give them a good dinner and then execute them. 
Such a procedure is alien to our concepts of life 
and is an imitation of a milieu that is strange to 
us. We have learned from other nations where 
we have been the object of murder. There we 
saw that blood begets blood. I will never for- 
get a scene I saw in Russia immediately after the 
revolution. Five people killed one another for 
the sake of a pair of boots. The boots remained 
lying on the table, but the five were killed. We 
have seen that where blood is spilled easily, mur- 
ders are encouraged. In my opinion a sentence 
of life imprisonment is a terrible punishment 
and sufficiently frightening. It is one of the 
most awful things in the world. 

We live in a country that is absorbing masses 
of Jews from different parts of the world. These 
Jews bring great human values. They also bring 
numerous customs which they acquired in lands 
where an attitude of irresponsibility toward hu- 
man life prevails. If we want to raise these peo- 
ple to a higher moral level, to elevate them to a 
truly cultured civic plane, to a mode of living 
requiring the performance of many duties and 
the acceptance of many responsibilities, we will 
not do so by means of a regime that sanctions 
capital punishment and laws that can deprive 
a person of the most precious thing in life— 


life itself. 


Meier Wilner (Communist Party )—The second 
part of the proposed law preserves capital pun- 
ishment for traitors. . .. The question of 
treason against the fatherland is a very compli- 
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cated one and I doubt whether the present goy. 
ernment of Israel is competent to decide in such 
serious matters. 

During Israel’s war for independence when 
the government institutions backed the people's 
war against the invaders, the nation wy; 
united. The war was a general, people’s war 
and it was supported by important forces jn 
the world—the progressive forces. But what js 
the rule when a government turns traitor? What 
is the rule when a government relinquishes its 
independence? . . . 

The political situation today is no less serious 
than it was prior to World War II. We know 
that much blood is now being shed. We know 
that a great power is now carrying on direct, 
cruel, armed aggression against a small nation, 
We know that American aggression is liable to 
flare into a great fire covering the whole world, 
If the institutions of the State of Israel are con- 
cerned with the true national interests of the 
State, as they were during the war of independ. 
ence, if they wish to protect our true interests, 
the freedom of Israel, everything that we have 
in this country, then it is their duty not to sup- 
port any measures that may involve the world 
and Israel in a new war that will bring serious 
destruction to Israel and to the Jewish commu- 
nities throughout the world. . . . If Israel will 
permit the establishment of foreign military 
bases on Israeli soil, then it will be clear that it | 
is a treasonable government, incompetent to de- 
fine what constitutes treason... . 

Since the government of Israel has embarked 
on the path of national treason it must not be 





given authority. ... 


Meier Grabovski (Mapai)—Let me begin with 

the question of treason. Where else in the world, | 
in which revolutionary country does there exist 
so “liberal” an approach to the question of trea- | 
son as the one enunciated here by Rubin and 
Wilner? On the basis of what moral principle 
are we told that a traitor must not be condemned 
to death?. .. . I am constantly pursued by the 
recollection of the Weimar constitution whose | 
fate teaches us what end awaits an irresponsible | 
movement that does not know how to protect 
itself effectively. 

Is it any wonder that Mr. Wilner spoke as 
he did? It requires no profound psychological 
investigation to grasp his intention, He said: | 
The government is liable to betray, is it permis- | 
sible to hang a treasonable government? So fat 
as Mr. Wilner is concerned the government may 
betray; those who are “true to the people” art | 
outside the government, in the “revolutionary | 
sector”. There is no treason there. We can de- 
pend on them. 
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| maintain—be cautious with the life of the 
people and not only with the life of an individ- 
ual. In the end-time — and I pray for that 
day — evildoing as well as evil doers will be no 
more. But for the present we have not as yet 
reached that stage. If it were possible to build 
society so that evil should be done away with, 
I would join such efforts. But is it possible to 
solve problems that great and cultured peoples 
could not overcome, by means of a revolutionary 
act, a law, a word, a stroke of the pen? I do not 
think so, and I can only repeat what the wisest 
of all men has said: There is a time for every- 
thing. The time for such a law has not yet come. 


Shlomo Lavi (Mapai)—When we talk of the 
application of capital punishment in the civil 
life of the community we refer to cases of pre- 
meditated murder. But there exist profound 
differences even in premeditated murder. A 
man may murder his neighbor and as a result of 
his crime also destroy himself. His conscience 
may not let him live. There are murderers of 
another kind who, after committing their 
crimes, do not feel any guilt and proceed to go 
about in society—if they have succeeded in con- 
cealing the traces of their crimes. The crimes 
they have committed do not trouble such people. 
They are degenerate and loathesome, and soil 
everything about them. In my opinion society 
is justified in eradicating such a criminal. If a 
man is capable of living with himself, of laugh- 
ing and enjoying life after murdering his neigh- 
bor, then there is nothing lower than such a 
creature and society may uproot him from 
its midst. 

Nevertheless I will vote in favor of the aboli- 
tion of capital punishment for the simple reason 
that I cannot conceive that we will appoint ex- 
ecutioners. If a man who commits a murder in 
cold blood is loathsome, then an executioner ap- 
pointed for the task is doubly disgusting. How 
can we permit an executioner to walk in our 
midst? An executioner was once pointed out 
to me and I was shocked by merely looking at 
him. I don’t know how it is possible to talk to 
such a person. The very appointment of an ex- 


ecutioner is one of the most noisome things, be- - 


cause it means searching for the lowest and 
Worst person to consent to serve in such a ca- 
pacity. This reason is in itself sufficient for the 
abolition of capital punishment. 

Treason is a different matter because it ap- 
plies to times of war. The execution of a traitor 
is a defense of the people. The people cannot 
exist if there is a traitor in its midst. If a traitor 
be apprehended during wartime, the highest 
penalty should be imposed on him. In such a 
case no executioner will be needed. The same 
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soldiers who shoot at the enemy will also fire at 


the worst of all enemies. 


Pinchas Rosen (Minister of Justice)—I do not 


agree with the view that human nature is fund- 
amentally worse today than it was during the 


era of liberal humanism. If there is anything to 


be learned from the experience of recent years 
it is that the simple human being is as clay in 
the hands of his leaders who create evil and harm- 
ful ideologies; that the simple man is liable to 
be influenced by such ideologies not because he 
is basically evil but because he is simple and 


naive. I do not agree that the man of today is 
morally inferior to the one of fifty years ago. 


I do not agree that humanitarian policies that 
were justified fifty years ago are not justified 
now. I do agree that the recent decline in the 
worth of human life is due primarily to the wars 
and it is therefore to be hoped that in passing a 
law abolishing capital punishment we will strike 
a blow for the sanctification of life. If we em- 
phasize that no one, not even the State, has a 
right to take the life of man who was made in 
the image of God, we will strengthen the reali- 
zation that life is sacred. 
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This is the in- 
¥ tensely personal 
story of a remarkable woman; an 
inspiring revelation of a human soul 
discovering itself. As a young writer, Miss 
Yezierska won fame and fortune when her Hester Street 
dreams became a glittering reality in Hollywood. But she 
soon learned that this new-found wealth could not com- 
pensate for the loss of spiritual integrity. 
Says Reinhold Niebuhr: “I do not know of a more hon- 
est and searching self-revelation than this book ... it will 
prove inspiring and illuminating.” 
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Moses Before Pharaoh 


by Shlomo Katz 


News ITEM: Ben Gurion appeals to 
the Soviet Union to permit its 
Jews to go to Israel. 


Parson saT on his gilded throne in his sum- 

mer palace. Around him stood the nobles 
of Egypt, his counsellors and ministers, in fact 
his entire Politburo. They had been summoned 
on urgent business and they came all the way 
from the second Cataract in the South and from 
remote oases in the West. 


They came in haste because important business 
was at hand. For some time the Egyptian empire 
had been having trouble with its colonies in 
Canaan and toward the Euphrates. Bedouins 
from Arabia, strange tribes known as Habiru, 
were infiltrating the Fertile Crescent from the 
South and East. In the North the Hittites were 
threatening. Then, out of the little known re- 
gions of the Sinai desert and northern Arabia, 
there appeared a man named Moses who demand- 
ed an interview with Pharaoh. 

Who was this man Moses? Pharaoh asked his 
counsellors. They did not know. Some said he 
was an Egyptian nobleman who had gotten into 
trouble with the law long ago and had fled to 
Arabia. Others said he had never been in trouble 
with the law, that he was the scion of an ancient 
noble family who had become fed up with 
Egyptian civilization and joined a Bedouin tribe 
for romantic reasons—there had been talk about 
a black-eyed Midianite girl, the daughter of some 
desert priest named Jethro, but it had all hap- 
pened so long ago that the details had been for- 
gotten. Still others claimed Moses was really a 
Hebrew, one of those who were kept in forced 
labor camps to build Pithom and Rameses and 
pyramids of all sorts, and that he had run away 
from one of those camps. 

But all the counsellors advised Pharaoh to 
grant an audience to this stranger Moses. “We 
can’t taken chances,” they said. “Who knows? 
He may be an important man in his parts, and 
with all the troubles we are having with the 
uncultured savages of Canaan, we must not let 
an opportunity like this slip by. Perhaps we 
can make some deal with him.” 

They said the last words with a sly wink in 
the corner of their eyes. A deal would be just 
the thing. They were sure they could get the 
best of any deal with an unlettered denizen of 
the desert. It might be possible to hire him and 


his tribe to fight Egypt’s battles. In any case, 
there was nothing to lose. 

Now they were gathered in the palace eager 
and curious to see the man Moses. 

He was not late in coming. In his hand was 
a large staff. With him came another man who 
introduced himself as Aaron, brother of Moses, 

The formalities were soon over and Pharaoh’s 
ministers began questioning the arrival with keen 
diplomatic tact. Was he not one of the Habirus, 
they asked. No, he was not one of them, Moses 
informed them through Aaron. He lived in the 
desert, he said, and was a shepherd by trade, 
Could he give them any information on latest 
developments in Canaan? No, he said. He had 
never been to Canaan. The land was not entire- 
ly strange to him; as a matter of fact it was 
his ancestral homeland and had been promised 
to his people, but he had never visited it. 

The counsellors whispered among themselves. 
There was something strange about this Moses, 
Why would a shepherd ask an audience with 
Pharaoh? He said he was a shepherd, yet his 
behavior belied his statement. There he stood, 
so free and unconcerned, as if standing in the 
Pharaoh’s palace was an everyday occurrence 
to him. Could it not be that he was a spy? A 
secret agent of the Hittites sent to discover the 
weaknesses of Egypt? 

It was very interesting, they said, his words 
about Canaan and about being a shepherd. Phar- 
aoh would no doubt be amused by them. But 


now that the formalities were over, would he | 


not tell them what he wanted. 

God had appeared to him, Moses said, and 
asked him to go to his people in Egypt and take 
them into the desert there to worship Him. 


asked. 


“They are the children of Israel who work in | 
bricks, building Pithom and Rameses,” Moses | 


said. 
Pharaoh’s counsellors looked at each other 


“And who are your people?” the counsellors | 











meaningfully. So that was it. This man was in- | 
deed a Hebrew, as some had claimed, a runaway | 


from a labor camp. He must have escaped dur- 


ing the turbulent period thirty years earlier | 


when Egypt was rent by revolution and civil 
war. Their surprise gave way to resentment at 
this slave’s audacity. But they controlled their 


tempers. There still was no telling about Moses. | 


During those thirty years he might have formed 
powerful connections abroad. All his talk about 
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grazing sheep in the desert need not be taken 
literally. It was probably an alibi for some deep- 
laid plot. 

“So you want us to let the children of Israel 
go to worship their God,” the counsellors said. 
“How far would they have to go?” 

“Only a distance of three days,” Moses said. 

“Three days? Three days there, and three days 
back, and at least one day for worshipping. That 
would make it a week altogether. You know very 
well that here, in Egypt, we do not give our 
workers, let alone our chattel slaves, a week’s 
vacation.” 

“T know,” Moses said, “but this is an excep- 
tional case. It is not a vacation I am asking for 
them, but a chance to worship. When God com- 
mands there is no gainsaying Him.” 

Pharaoh, who considered himself something 
of a sly fox, now joined the discussion. He said: 
“And what if they do not return from their 
trip to worship?” 

He felt that he had Moses on a spot. But 
Moses remained unperturbed. 

“They will return,” he said, “but should they 
not, it will be God’s wish. They must do as He 
commands them.” 

“Is he then so powerful, this God of whom 
you speak?” 

“He is all powerful,” Moses answered. “More 
powerful than all the city gods of Egypt.” 

There was consternation among the counsel- 
lors. Pharaoh, too, appeared upset by the un- 
expected sharpness of Moses’ answer. Then he 
addressed Moses curtly. 

“This may not be,” he said. “I will not let 
them go.” 

“Not even at God’s behest?” 

“Not even at God’s behest. You do not real- 
ize what you are asking. Have you been so lost 
in your desert that you do not know what is 
happening in the world? Egypt, my two lands, 
as undergone a great civil war and a revolution 
only thirty years ago. Thanks to Amon, our 
great god whose words guide all our deeds, we 
won over our enemies. We are not narrow 
minded. I, Pharaoh, am willing to recognize the 
existence of many gods and the fact that differ- 
ent gods can coexist alongside each other. I am 
even willing to believe what you say about your 
own desert god. But I cannot and will not let 
your people go. We, in Egypt, are engaged in 
a great work that requires all our efforts and 
the energies of all our slaves. We are building 
a new civilization, a new culture unlike any- 
thing the world has ever seen. You are a new- 
comer here and you have not seen the great 
cities I am building, and the tremendous pyra- 
mids I am constructing. Many thousands of 
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years from now, when even my mummy will 
have disintegrated into dust, the pyramids which 
I am building with the labor of my Hebrew 
slaves will still stand, a marvel to men of dis- 
tant generations. And you ask me to spare the 
labor of my Hebrew slaves for a whole week? 
Assuming, of course, that you are not lying, 
that you will indeed take them only to worship 
and will not join them with my Hittite im- 
perialist foes to wrest this land of Canaan which 
you say has been promised to you by your god. 

“No. I cannot let your people go. I say this 
not out of selfishness or because I am interested 
in monuments to my own glory. It is not for 
private gain that I am rebuilding Egypt as a 
beacon to the nations. I do so in the interests 
of humanity, that it may see and learn from us. 
With all due respect to your god, what is he 
that for his sake my great work should be 
stopped for even one week? Bethink yourself, 
what is your little god when compared with my 
new civilization?” 

“He has appeared to me in a burning bush,” 
Moses said, “‘and the bush was not consumed.” 


A great laughter swept through the hall. 
Everyone without exception roared with 
laughter. 

“A burning bush that was not consumed,” 
Pharaoh jeered. “You are amusing indeed. You 
know what you are? You are a mystic. You 
believe in fairy tales. Do you expect us to be- 
lieve them too? We are engaged in much more 
important work than mystical speculations about 
burning bushes. Look about you, look at this 
palace which my slaves have built for me at the 
cost of only one thousand three hundred and 
forty seven lives, is it not worth all the false 
fairy tales in the world?” 

The counsellors politely applauded Pharaoh’s 
remark and looked about, admiringly clicking 
their tongues at their ruler’s wisdom, the beauty 
of the hall and the cheapness of its construction. 

“Come now,” one of them said, “have you 
any complaints at the way we treat your people, 
the children of Israel? They have their flesh 
pots every evening when they return from their 
labors. What will you feed them in your desert? 
Burning bushes? Be practical. We have heard 
here that you are married to the daughter of a 
Midianite priest. It was from him that you 
must have gotten your mystical, and I must also 
say, reactionary, notions. If it is the true in- 
terests of your people that you are concerned 
with, you must admit that they are better off 
here, in their bondage in Egypt, than they could 
be anywhere else in the world. In Canaan they 
will have to feed on grass—there are no flesh 
pots there. And then the Hittites will come and 
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enslave them and use them for arrow-fodder in 
their imperialist wars against us. No, Moses, your 
people are better off where they are, with us.” 

“You have spoken of your new culture,” 
Moses addressed Pharaoh, “and your new civil- 
ization and cities and pyramids. Of what worth 
are they if people in Egypt are not even free 
to go to a nearby desert to worship their God 
for one day?” 

A burst of laughter met his remark. ‘Free- 
dom,” they roared, “‘oh, this man is good, we 
must bring more like him from the Sinai desert. 
We build a new world and he talks of freedom 
for a bunch of lice-ridden Hebrew slaves.” 

As soon as the laughter subsided somewhat, 
one of the Ministers said to Moses: “Have you 
spoken to your people? Do you think they 
would want to leave the blessed, progressive land 
of Egypt for your desert and your irrglevant 
Canaan?” 

Before Moses had a chance to answer, another 
counsellor chimed in in a confidential whisper. 
“Let me tell you something,” he said, “your 
people would not follow you. The Hebrew 
slaves are perfectly integrated in our Egyptian 
life and are happy in it. Of course we do not 
permit them to use their language and we drown 
some of their newborn boys. These are necessary 
measures, you no doubt understand. Slaves must 
be kept in their place. If we were to allow 
them to speak Hebrew instead of Egyptian, all 
sorts of foreign agents from Canaan might 
sneak into the country and rouse them to rebel- 
lion. Even you, a shepherd, can understand this, 
Iam sure. Just the same they are good Egyptians, 
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good Egyptian slaves. You call them Children 
of Israel. It is indeed written down in our tablets 
that hundreds of years ago a man named Israe| 
came to Egypt with his family. There was q 
famine in his land. That was only natural. There 
is always famine everywhere outside Egypt. Any- 
way, that was a long time ago, and now his off. 
spring have long forgotten their forefather and 
the barren, rocky province from which he came. 
They would not follow you.” 

“Let us then ask the Hebrew slaves and give 
= their choice, to go or to stay here,” Moses 
said. 

The counsellor whom Moses thus addressed 
almost fainted at these words. Two fan bearers 
rushed up and began fanning him to revive him, 

When he regained his composure, he exclaimed 
weakly yet with indignation: “What? Consult 
the slaves on their wishes? Whoever heard of 
such a reactionary thought!” And he leaned 
back on his cushions, still overcome with the 
unbelievable stupidity of the suggestion. 

The composure of the audience had been shat- 
tered by the last outburst. Some counsellors 
looked at Pharaoh and saw that he was displeased, 
Anxious to remedy the situation one of them said 
to Moses. “You come from a region known for 
its sorcery. Can you do some tricks?” 

Moses nodded to his brother Aaron. The lat- 
ter took his staff and cast it on the floor. It 
immediately turned into a snake. Pharaoh and 
his suite shrank back into their cushioned seats, 
terrified and fascinated. 

In the silence that ensued, Moses announced: “I 
will come back, and you will let my people go.” 


The Impact of Israel on American Jewry 
by C. Bezalel Sherman 


i WILL TAKE many years before the impact of 
the revolution caused by the coming into 
being of the State of Israel is fully felt in Ameri- 
can Jewish life. What the new era, based on 
Jewish statehood, will mean to the Jewish people 
we do not know; what we would want it to 
mean is something we must begin making clear 
tte ourselves. And we should begin by taking 
stock of our communal affairs, of our collective 
‘liabilities and assets, and of the active and poten- 
tial forces with which we enter the new phase 
of our history. A realistic appraisal of our 
‘national resources as a people will lead to the 
conclusion that the question whether there will 
‘be Jewish life outside Israel, will be answered in 
‘the United States. 

The-numerical distribution of the Jewish peo- 


ple between the State of Israel and the diaspora 
is a problem which requires special treatment. 
Suffice it to say that the widely held opinion that 
the majority of Jews will forever remain outside 
Israel is lacking objective foundation and is based 
on a misunderstanding of the dynamics of Jewish 
history. If immigration to Israel should con- 
tinue; if present demographic conditions, tending 
toward a natural decrease of the Jewish popula- 
tion in the various communities and a natural 
increase in Israel, should prevail; if intermar- 
riage, assimilation, and conversion should proceed 
at an accelerated tempo among diaspora Jews — 
it, will not take long before Israel has a majority 
of the Jews in the world. 

It would therefore be misleading to try to 
balance our accounts on the basis of the current 
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aumerical relationship between Israel and the 
diaspora. Numbers, important as they are, are 
not always decisive. On the scale of Jewish 
national existence the 350,000 Jews living in 
Argentina outweigh the two million Jews living 
in the Soviet Union; the 175,000 Canadian Jews 
weigh more than the 350,000 Rumanian Jews, 
and the 40,000 Jews of Belgium more than the 
100,000 of Iraq. The Jews outside of Israel do 
not form one unified and consolidated com- 
munity. They are a decentralized mass of peo- 
ple, scattered over scores of lands, living in 
various social climates and in all kinds of politi- 
cal and economic conditions, 

Jewish vitality outside of Israel should be 
measured not in terms of the total number of 
individual Jews but in terms of the countries 
affording them an opportunity to carry on as 
communities, and on the basis of the viability 
of these communities. Measured in these terms, 
our inventory will show the community in the 
United States to be the only one in possession of 
the potentialities to maintain itself and to assist 
Jews in other lands. Almost half of .the Jews 
of the world live here. Here Jews have attained 
a standard of physical security, political equality 
and economic prosperity which has no parallel 
in the history of the Galut. Here, too, they have 
built up the most dynamic community in the 
diaspora. The question of establishing construc- 
tive and mutually fructifying relationships be- 
tween the Jews of Israel and the Jews of America 
thus becomes the central problem facing the 
Jewish people today. 


HIs Is NOT to say that, worldwise, Jewish life 

will from now on revolve around two centers, 
one in Israel—the other in the United States, as 
some contend. There could be no greater fallacy 
than to ascribe to Israeli Jewry and American 
Jewry a role of co-equals in the drama of Jewish 
survival and continuity. Under the best of cir- 
cumstances it will not be possible for an Ameri- 
can Jew, desiring to remain a Jew, to avoid the 
problem of finding an equilibrium between the 
Jew and citizen in him. His will always be a 
split personality; and he will of necessity have 
to devote a substantial percentage of his mental 
capacity and peace of mind to adjusting himself 
to conditions he did not create, to a way of life 
he did not shape, and to social processes he 
did not set in motion. 

In the United States Jews will forever have 
to make their activities fit into, the plans of the 
non-Jewish majority while in Israel they will 
be able to do their own planning in accordance 
with their own traditions and requirements. And 
precisely for this reason, they will also be in a 
position to contribute more to the progress of 
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the world than Jews outside of Israel. For only 
in Israel will Jews be able to use, in addition to 
their own, the mental and spiritual tools they 
have borrowed from others without running the 
risk of having to pay for them with the price 
of their own individuality. In the United States 
and other countries a Jew, in order not to lose 
his ethnic identity, will have to accent the dis- 
tinctly Jewish part of his being; in Israel, on 
the other hand, he will be able to create inter- 
national values in the realization that these will 
automatically be credited to the genius of the 
Jewish people. 

It is therefore not in the sense of parity of 
status that I speak of relationships between Israel 
and the Jewish community in this country. As 
marginal people, American Jews live and will 
continue to live in two worlds. They have two 
sets of values, one representing that which dis- 
tinguishes them from the rest of the population, 
their private property as it were, and that which 
makes them part of world Jewry; the other 
representing their share in the spiritual and 
material treasure of the American citizenry. 
How can Israel replenish the Jewish set of values 
and replace at least in part the content that 
leaks out through the hole caused by the split 
in the personality of the American Jew and, at 
the same time, augment the set of values which 
he owns in common with his fellow Americans? 
On the answer to this question hinges to a con- 
siderable degree the fate of the Jewish people. 

A Jewish state does not automatically solve 
the Jewish problem; it merely creates the con- 
ditions which make a solution possible. Zionism 
has never promised to solve all the national prob- 
lems of all the Jews in the world, any more than 
socialism has ever promised to solve all the social 
problems of all the workers in the world. Zion- 
ism has undertaken to abolish the national home- 
lessness of the Jewish people — this the State of 
Israel does. As far as the individual Jew is con- 
cerned, Zionism has committed itself to making 
him the equal of others in relation to the status 
a national home bestows upon the children of 
a normal people. Prior to the establishment of 
the State of Israel, Jews everywhere, including 
the United States, lacked this status; and because 
they lacked it, they were received not as individ- 
uals but as members of a group in their dealings 
with non-Jewish neighbors, in the economic 
field, and in the discharge of their obligations 
and the enjoyment of their privileges of citizen- 
ship. They were personally exposed to all the 
prejudices directed against the Jewish people. 


THESE conditions will not disappear over night. 
Anti-Jewish bias will continue strong for 
many years to come; so will the anti-Semitic 
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movement in all of its ramifications. But gradu- 
ally a change will take place under the impact 
of general progress and the existence of the State 
of Israel. Of course a Jew outside Israel desiring 
to activate his Jewish affiliation will still have to 
pay a price — the price everyone has to pay for 
a spiritual identification with the people of his 
extraction while being a citizen of a country 
with a majority-population of a different nation- 
al origin. The price is: The voluntary acceptance 
of a minority status; a minority status, however, 
derived not from being driven from one’s own 
home, but from a free choice of another home. 
Here we have reached the crux of the problem 
we are discussing. If the existence of the State 
of Israel is to mean anything at all to a Jew 
living in a country like the United States, it 
must help him make his membership in the 
Jewish people a matter of his own decision. 

The element of compulsion has been present 
in Jewish identification throughout the Galut. 
There was, first, the pressure from without which 
made it impossible for a Jew to live in peace 
as a Jew, on the one hand, and extremely difficult 
to leave the Jewish fold, on the other. And then 
there was the pressure from within, which gave 
Jews dropping out of the Jewish environment 
a sense of desertion and a guilt-conscience. The 
existence of the State of Israel should speedily 
lift the internal pressure and lessen, in time, 
the external pressure. The individual will then 
be free to make up his own mind whether he 
wants to remain a Jew. As far as I am con- 
cerned, Zionism will be realized on the day when 
the Jewish people will have its national center 
in Israel ringed with a chain of Jewish com- 
munities in other lands composed of members 
who are Jews by choice rather than by com- 
pulsion. 

The difference between a group forced to 
live in a ghetto and one operating as a free com- 
munity is, in the final analysis, its ability to 
define for itself the sphere in which it wants to 
be recognized as a group. In our own case, we 
have a good starting point: We are a group in 
relation to the specifically Jewish set of values 
and individuals in relation to the values we share 
with others. Concretely, we are a group in terms 
of culture, religion, history, etc. and individuals 
in terms of the general culture of the land, its 
political institutions, and economic processes. 

The time has come to rid ourselves of the 
notion that we are a peculiar economic com- 
munity in the United States which stands in 
need of apologizing for or justifying its economic 
role. Without going into the question of the 
moral worth or social prestige of the various 
economic groups and classes, I submit that Jews, 
as a rule, move economically in the direction the 
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country as a whole takes. At times they ste 
at a faster pace, but never contrary to the pro. 
cesses which gave American civilization jt 
peculiar characteristics. The theory of produc. 
tivization, to which so many in Labor Zionism 
and orthodox Marxism still cling — the theory 
that Jews are of questionable productive valy 
in the United States because they are not suff. 
ciently engaged in agriculture and basic industry 
— has become an anachronism in the light of 
modern technological and social development, 
and should be discarded. America needs doctors 
no less than farmers and tailors as much a 
miners. We are a productive element because we 
fulfill useful economic functions. For us to 
recognize any other criterion in appraising our 
part in the economic life of the country is to 
accept a status of second class citizenship, 


]F WE believe that the State of Israel can and 

should strengthen in us the will to carry ona; 
Jews by making us more proud of our legacy, 
by expanding and reinterpreting our national 
culture, by producing new spiritual values, and 
by stimulating our own creativity, then we 
should realize that no group in Jewish life is 
better equipped to serve as a bridge between 


progressive Israel and the Jewish community in | 


the United States than Labor Zionism. 
It is by this time clear, it seems to me, in 





what way Israel can help us in those matters | 
regarding which we want to be considered a | 


distinct ethnic group in the United States. But 
what of the treasure we share with our fellow 
citizens? We should frankly admit that we have 
double loyalties. We are loyal to America and 
we are loyal to the Jewish people; and only in 
the nightmares of the members of the American 
Council for Judaism are these loyalties in com- 
patible. However, we shall not be able to retain 
our identity in the field in which we want to 
continue as a group unless such continuance will 
also tend to enhance our participation in the 
general life of the country. In what sense, then, 


can Israel increase our contribution to the wel- | 


fare of the United States? 

America hardly needs anything Israel can offer 
in the way of military might, economic strength 
or political power. Its contribution to this coun- 
try and the world can therefore be only in the 
social field. Here we have a direct link between 
the old Jewish commonwealths and the modern 
State of Israel, and between the Jewish national 
home and the Galut. The objective situation of 
the Jewish people has been such as to require 
for its survival greater subjective sacrifices on 
the part of Jews than members of other peoples 
have ever been called upon to make. This wid- 
ened their social frontiers — the only frontiers 
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Jews had to widen. The French aristocrat Alexis 
de Toqueville made the profound observation, 
more than a century ago, that the vices of the 
American people are almost as useful to the 
world as their virtues. About Israel it can be 
gid that its material poverty is the source of 
its spiritual wealth. Judea was a small country 
but endless was the vision of its prophets. In the 
pioneering days of modern Zionist colonization, 
the building of Palestine held out so little prom- 
se of private profit that only on the basis of 
cooperative effort for social ends could it be 
undertaken. In the Galut, Jews could expect no 
relief in their own plight as long as a reactionary 
climate prevailed. To them social progress was 
not only an ideal; it was also a practical neces- 
sity, a matter of life and death. 

Social progress rooted in social morality is 
what the whole world needs today more than 
anything else. Technological development has 
not brought in its wake a corresponding moral 
development. A gulf was thus created which 
will swallow up all human achievement if not 
bridged. We have learned to split the atom, 
but the greatest use we have so far put this 
knowledge to, is the production of bombs that 
can wipe towns off the face of the earth in a 
matter of minutes. In the war between man 
and machine set off by the industrial revolution, 
man is losing ground. It was the view of Karl 
Marx that the evil of the division of labor in 
the capitalist mode of production, which took 
all joy and pride out of work, deprived the 
worker of the ability to produce a complete 
commodity and turned him into a cog of a 
machine, was not without its redeeming features. 
The modern plant, Marx thought, where many 
wage earners worked side by side and depended 
on each other for the performance of their 
assigned tasks, was a good school to teach the 
workers the value of social cooperation. Marx 
underestimated the dehumanizing aspect of the 
machine. Modern industry has robbed the work- 
er of his independence to such an extent as to 
make him utterly helpless when divorced from 
the machine. Whatever he learned about the 
virtues of cooperation has hardly made up for 
rd sense of self-reliance he lost in the shop or 
plant. 


War the machine does to the worker, the trust 

does to the small businessman. The average 
man in present society has no confidence in his 
own judgment or ability to act for himself. He 
falls prey to social demagogy. He is ready to 
follow any leader who relieves him of the painful 
obligation to think for himself and cfers him 
salvation for the price of blind obedienre. Here 
we have the key to the success of totalitarianism. 
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To this success, the failure of socialism has 
contributed not a little. Socialism promised to 
raise the moral standards of society to a level 
equal to its technological capacity — and re- 
neged on its promise. Wherever socialism came 
to power — whether in its barbaric communist 
form or reformist social-democratic or Fabian- 
Bevinist form — the disappointment and dis- 
illusionment it brought have been greater than 
its accomplishments. This is largely due to the 
failure of the socialist movement, beginning with 
Marx and Engles, to find a fitting place for 
individuality in mass-action, and to evolve an 
organization, in which the means are worthy 
of the ends and moral values are not sacrificed 
on the altar of expediency; an organization 
where leadership does not destroy spontaneous 
expression on the part of the rank and file, and 
ethical standards are not merely a matter of 
party profession but also a pattern of individual 
performance. The only organization of this kind 
to be found anywhere in the world is the cha- 
lutzic movement which gave rise to the kibbut- 
zim and kyutzot, to the moshavim and industrial 
cooperatives in Israel. Here is a living example 
that we can have social planning without regi- 
mentation, discipline without a whip, national 
responsibility without chauvinism, and collectiv- 
ism without, what Lewis Corey calls, a fascist 
potential. Here, too, we have conclusive evi- 
dence that it was not socialism that failed but 
the socialists. And here, finally,.we have self- 
realization as a way of achieving social ideals. 


Thanks to the Chalutzic Movement, young, 
small and poor Israel is able to solve problems 
which are currently plaguing older, larger, and 
richer countries, including the United States— 
the gap between the urban and rural areas and 
private capital and public investment. Israel is 
as if made to order for experimentation, in the 
outcome of which the whole world has a stake. 
For there is scarcely a country that does not 
move in the direction of a mixed economy and 
greater governmental intervention in economic 
enterprise. The threat of a growing state-ap- 
paratus is hanging over the head of every demo- 
cratic land, and the Israeli experience is therefore 
of inestimable value in this connection. That 
social cooperation based on moral precepts can 
be made into an effective instrumentality to cure 
the economic ills of the world without introduc- 
ing remedies that are worse than the disease — 
is the most important lesson Israel teaches us. 
This lesson, translated into American reality, 
adds to the contribution Labor Zionism can 
make to the United States and other countries. 
Our contribution will grow in proportion as the 
socialist potential of Israeli life expands. 
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Frankfurt am 


by Toby Shafter 


IVE YEARS AGO I had seen Frankfurt am Main 
shortly after Germany had been vanquished. 

It had been the mere corpse of a city then, shat- 
tered and desolate. The few people to be seen 
in the deserted, rubble-piled streets crept in and 
out among the ruins like lost wraiths. There 
were scarcely any stores left and these had 
nothing in their display windows—if there were 
still windows. There was little enough mer- 
chandise inside and that was sold only to favored 
customers who generally had something to barter. 

When I returned in 1950, I found a bustling 
city. There were hotels and restaurants and 
well-stocked stores. Yet despite the many newly 
reconstructed hotels, there was a shortage of 
rooms. Frankfurt was crowded with out-of- 
town business men. It was the season for millin- 
ery shows, but Frankfurt as a thriving com- 
mercial center always has some enterprises which 
bring merchants into town throughout the year. 

The food in the restaurants was good, the por- 
tions generous and the menu varied. The weak 
beer of the immediate post-war era had disap- 
peared to be replaced by brews that are adver- 
tised with pride. There was a more than adequate 
wine list. The people sitting at the colorfully 
bedecked tables looked well-dressed and well- 
fed. They drank tall glasses of beer with their 
meals which were served with mountainous 
heaps of potatoes and vegetables. Nowhere in 
Europe or in the United States are such huge 
amounts served in restaurants as a matter of 
course and consumed. If we were to judge by 
American habits, we would label the Germans 
a nation of gluttons. 

This abundance is confirmed in the shopping 
district. All the chief business streets radiate 
from a square called the Hauptwache which is 
the exact center of town and the crossroads of 
Frankfurt. In medieval times when Frankfurt 
was a partially walled city, the Hauptwache 
(Chief Watch Tower) served as the head gar- 
rison for all the subsidiary guard posts that were 
strategically placed about the most vulnerable 
spots in the city. Today, the Hauptwache Tower 
looks down hollowly upon the busy crowds and 
shouting newsboys, the pleasure bent couples 
and luxurious store windows, for its station 
house has been gutted by bombs and only the 
four empty walls and the Tower remain. 

The stores are literally bursting with all types 
of goods. In a food shop near the square, I saw 
on display such items as anchovies, fancy olives, 
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the best of Norwegian sardines, crab meat, and 
even lobster in cans—exotic foods gathered from 
the four corners of the earth. There were camer. 
as and watches and silverware—all German-mad. 
—for sale. Even F. W. Woolworth has set up 
shop again in an enormous store an der Zeil (the 
Zeil is the Fifth Avenue of Frankfurt) replete 
with cosmetic, notions, school supplies and 
lunch counters. There are all manner of luxury 
goods to be bought—even a showroom of Ford 
automobiles (German-made) ‘and a series of 
model rooms completely furnished with custom. 
made modern furniture. The department store 
were crowded with women in search of bargains 
at the “end-of-the-season” sales. Even on a week 
day (Saturday is the traditional day for shopping 
in Frankfurt) it is scarcely possible to squeeze 
by in the aisles. 

Formerly none of these things could be bought 
openly or easily. All of Germany could well 
have been described as one big black market, 
Anything from eggs to automobiles was to be 
had only on the black market and cigarettes 
were preferred to the almost worthless currency. 
Today, the cigarette economy has been under- 
mined by the drastic currency reforms that took | 
place last year. All the necessities and all the 
luxuries of life can be purchased with the new, 
very stable Deutsche Mark which is officially 
worth about 25 cents in American money and 
rarely sells for less than 20 cents even in such | 
hard currency countries as Switzerland. The | 
black market now is confined almost wholly to | 
traffic in dollars and trade in cigarettes and coffee 
—not because they are unavailable in Germany | 
—but because taxes are high on these last com- 
modities. 

Germany used to be known as a “cheap” coun- 
try for Americans. Today Germany is just as 
expensive as the United States for Americans— 
and at least triply so for Germans in relation to | 
the wage scale. It does not necessarily follow | 
that because the stores are overflowing with all | 
good things of life that Frankfurt has completely 
recovered from the devastation of war. There | 
are bombed out buildings with broken bricks | 
and rubble neatly piled inside next door to the | 
most fashionable stores and hotels. At least one | 
exclusive clothing store has backed its show 
windows into the rubble of its former site and 
what looks like the entrance to a large and well- 
stocked haberdashery and women’s clothing | 
store is only a false front. A small sign in one 
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of the many show windows proclaims that the 
goods on display are on sale at another—less de- 
jirable—location. There is a great deal of con- 
suction going on all over Frankfurt—new 
business buildings and the refurbishing of 
wrecked ones and some housing. In the mean- 
time, 2 great many wooden stands have been 
erected on the edges of the half-story high 
rubble piles. (In *45 the rubble was heaped 
outside the walls of the buildings, lining both 
sides of the street and often reaching a height 
of five stories.) ‘The wooden stands sell every- 
thing and anything—candy, cigarettes, news- 
papers, beer, cheap jewelry, toys, hot milk, and 
coca cola. Many of them are devoted to promot- 
ing the consumption of the famed Frankfurt 
wiirste—the venerable forerunner of the hot 
dog. Frankfurt did not lend its name to this 
delicacy for nothing. The piquant smell of 
steaming sausages pervades the city, for the 
stands literally dot the landscape. 


ITHIN THE BUSINESS section of Frankfurt 

the advertising is frantic and the “sand- 
wich men” probably the most glamorous in the 
world. A gaudily dressed young boy on stilts 
at least eight feet high makes his way through 
the thronged thoroughfare shouting the merits 
of the St. Pauli Cafe through a megaphone. In 
his yellow top hat and yellow suit and long 
yellow pants covering both his own legs and 
the stilts, he makes his way steadily through the 
crowds from noon to midnight. A masked girl 
in an elaborate Regency costume of black satin 
and a black plumed hat advertizes the latest 
movie by handing out mock playing cards. Two 
brightly costumed coachmen drive through the 


_ streets in a decorated, horse-drawn phaeton to 





attract attention to their product. Yet, despite 
the preoccupation with commerce, the raucous 
hawking in the streets, the makeshift wooden 
shacks and the raw newness of the recently re- 
constructed buildings in juxtaposition to the 
ruins, as one walks down the Zeil or across the 
square at the Hauptwache, there is still an oc- 
casional vista of grandeur from what is left of 
the old part of town. The cathedral dome looms 
gracefully in the sky against a brilliant sunset 


and der Romer’s ornate three-gabled facade— 


- once Frankfurt’s town hall and leit motif—is 


| still to be seen though the walls are gradually 





crumbling away. Everything of old Frankfurt 
has been gutted from within if it has not been 
completely destroyed. The quaint winding 
streets of the old city and the picturesque medie- 
val houses have all been levelled to the ground. 
The Goethe House—the birthplace and a mem- 
orial to the great poet—was hit by a bomb but 
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has since been reconstructed and partially re- 
stored. Though the old city once lay within 
the once more thriving business section, it is 
beyond resurrection. 


Surrounding the business core of the city are 
the various residential and subsidary commercial 
areas. To the east, on the banks of the Main 
River, are the docks and market places. The 
stevedores, the laborers, the street car conductors, 
the workers who are the cogs in the machine 
that makes the wheels of the city go around, 
live in the East End. The West End—once 
Frankfurt’s most fashionable residential district 
with many estates, garden villas, and modern 
apartments which the wealthy owned or oc- 
cupied—was preempted by the Americans im- 
mediately after the occupation. To all intents 
and purposes it was wholly an American island. 
At the inception of Trizonia, British and French 
officials unobtrusively moved in with their own 
service units. Though the barbed wire barrier 
which used to cut off the “American compound” 
from the rest of Frankfurt has now been re- 
moved, the colony at the West End is virtually 
isolated and insulated from the life of the city 
about it. They exist wholly outside of the Ger- 
man economy. Socially, they have now been 
urged to mingle with the Germans but language 
barriers and individual differences make this 
difficult. The North End is chiefly a residential 
neighborhood. The protelariat has overflown 
from the East into the North End, and merchants 
who once lived where the Americans do have 
moved in, too. Normally, many white collar 
workers, storekeepers, and small business men 
resided in the North End. The South End is 
dominated by the main railroad station and the 
activities peculiar to a railroad station in these 
turbulent times from which Western Europe is 
just recovering. For instance, it is the center 
of the black market—or rather what remains of 
the black market—for it is here that the leg 
men for the big operators make their contacts 
with incoming travellers and departing G.I.’s. 
The leg men whom I encountered were young, 
vigorous men in their twenties—some of them 
veterans of the Wehrmacht. All of them were 
100 per cent Aryan though there were few blue- 
eyed blondes. The fierce competition and dwind- 
ling profits even in this marginal field of em- 
ployment have forced all the Jewish leg men 
off the market—at least to the extent that they 
are not seen publicly. 


The headquarters of the Frankfurt Military 
Post of the American Army is vis-a-vis the rail- 
road station though most of the soldiers are bil- 
leted either in the West End or in outlying small 
towns. On Saturday night it is almost impos- 
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sible to get through this area for the G.I.’s wait- 
ing for casual pick-ups. Much of the activity 
emanates from a so-called bar nearby which is 
practically a Prostitute’s Paradise. Unlike the 
early days, the boys are little inclined to Ger- 
manize. There are no shouts of “Hey, Fraulein! 
Was ist los?” or shrill whistling to the accompani- 
ment of comments like “Prima material.” The 
girls, wandering in pairs or in threes, are ex- 
pected to know or learn enough English for 
their purposes. 


The further away one went from the railroad 
station to the outer fringes on the south, the 
quieter and more respectable that section be- 
came. This neighborhood was partly residential 
—partly industrial. Many white collar workers 
lived there to be near their offices. It had the 
added advantage of being the nearest to all 
the recreational facilities in the center of town. 
Despite the high cost of living, the rising prob- 
lems of unemployment, the influx of the Ger- 
man national refugees from the East, and the 
visible reminders of the last war, the Germans 
appeared to be bent on having a good time. 
There was a fairly large number of movie houses 
—three actual luxury theaters—which showed 
German-made films, American movies, French, 
Austrian and English extravaganzas (even “The 
Red Shoes”) and one picture from the Russian 
zone in Germany. There were seven legitimate 
shows and musical comedies playing in Frank- 
furt while I was there and opera six nights a 
week in the building of the former Stock Ex- 
change. The movies and stage shows were well 
attended. The object of the German-made 
movies seemed to be to create an atmosphere of 
escape from the harsh realities of life. People 
wanted to laugh and be entertained—not to con- 
sider social problems. They seemed to be seek- 
ing self-forgetfulness and pleasure of all kinds. 
There are Travel Bureaus on every corner. They 
take as many vacations as they can afford. There 
is a sort of stodgy kind of night life. Prosperous 
business men have fallen into the habit of taking 
their colleagues to the many cabarets and night 
clubs for “conferences” which they put on their 
expense accounts. At the cabarets the predom- 
inantly male patrons well on in middle age sip 
good Rhine wine and eat exorbitantly expensive 
snacks while they watch the two-and a half or 
three hour floor show which is compounded 
equally of low comedy skits, risque songs and 
satire—political and otherwise. The British and 
Americans are treated with due unrespect. The 
Germans laugh heartily and indiscriminately at 
anything anti-American or anti-British. The 
night clubs feature bad food and liquor and 
strip-tease dancers. Night life among the young- 
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er element runs to Saturday night or Sunday 
afternoon dances sponsored by various organiza. 
tions, among them one devoted to “Bugi-Wugi,” 


THE AVERAGE American soldier in his late teens 

or early twenties seems to like Frankfyp, 
well enough. He is comfortably housed and 
well-fed. He has security. Girls and cameras 
are easily obtained. One young corporal who 
had been in Frankfurt for two years informed 
me fervently, “Frankfurt is the best place in 
the world to be stationed. I’m due to go home 
in a couple of months and I think I might re. 
enlist for another hitch if I can get back here.” 
In the higher echelons, the honeymoon betweej 


————_ 











TWO POEMS 


by Harry Roskolenko 


THE UNKNOWN CITY 


It is another city, stone 

Of other roots and place, 

Brown, red and gray, 

The railroad station in a coil of smoke. 


It is another secret situation; 

They dress as peasants of the century, 
Wild, exiled, flowing 

Like horses through the stream. 


It is another animation, living 
Singly under the tomb of cities, 
Their populations massing 

For trains, to other countries. 


VIENNA TODAY 


“O it was gay thirty years ago!” 

The accent German, the speech too occupied 

With rubble and robbery; the streets gray, 

The Danube brown, dirty, old, waltzing to 
nothing. 


“O it was beautiful thirty years ago!” 
er clothes, a scarecrow on thin shoulders, 
Less regal than the hawk, the burning hay-field, 
The Danube gray, filthy, ancient, dancing to 
death. 


“O we were happy thirty years ago!” 

The Opera bombed, the Prada a circus for 
communists, 

For clowns of the past, the special mesmerists, 

The Danube red, muddy, worn, flowing to 
Russia. 
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the German people and the army brass seems to 
be over. Beautiful countesses no longer organize 
week-end hunting parties in their country 
castles for American Colonels and Generals. 
They can now buy steak and butter and nylon 
stockings at fairly reasonable prices in the stores. 
Moreover, the officers are now shackled to wives 
and children and less free to stray from the 
domestic hearth. It takes no great powers to 
deduce that the Americans and the Germans 
are thoroughly tired of each other on the policy- 
making level. No one that I spoke to felt called 
upon to defend the “good” Germans and dis- 
tinguished them from the “bad.” One disillu- 
sioned army colonel confided that he was certain 
that the German authorities were not really in- 
terested in putting a stop to the black market 
activities. “It is very much to their advantage 
to have illegal dollars bolstering up the Deutsche 
Marks,” he explained. “They are looking out 
for themselves—not furthering American policy 
or fostering democracy.” 

The Jewish question will soon cease to exist 
in Frankfurt am Main. Before the war Frank- 
furt had a proud, flourishing community of 
30,000 Jews. It was the stronghold of Orthodox 
Jewry in Germany, the family seat of the Roths- 
child banking family, and one of the oldest and 
richest organized Jewish communities in the 
world. When hostilities ceased, 270 of Frank- 
furt’s own Jews crept out of hiding or returned 
from concentration camps. The majority of 
them are elderly people whose children and rela- 
tives have perished. They have either managed 
to re-establish themselves in their former busi- 
nesses—perhaps on a smaller scale than before 
—or they receive pensions from the German 
state. There are an additional 400 Jews of Ger- 
man origin who have since settled in Frankfurt, 
most of whom intend to remain. The remain- 
ing 800 Jews (the Jewish population of Frank- 
furt now totals 1500) are eastern Europeans 
with D.P. status. Since few of them have busi- 
nesses or personal ties in Germany, they are 
waiting for the first opportunity to leave— 
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preferably before IRO goes out of business in 
June of 1951. There are about 150 Jewish chil- 
dren in Frankfurt. Of these only about thirty- 
five are of school age. The others are all infants 
in arms or toddlers, since it is only in the last 
five years that Jews in Germany have been able 
to have children without fear of death reprisals. 
Eighty per cent of these children have parents 
of Eastern European origin who will doubtless 
emigrate to the United States, Israel or other 
lands within a year or two. Few Jewish parents 
foresee a future for their children in Germany. 
Inevitably, the Jewish community in Frankfurt 
will dwindle and wither away. With the passing 
of the elderly, childless couples who will soon 
almost entirely make up the Jewish popula- 
tion in Frankfurt, this once thriving center of 
European Jewry will inevitably die. 

In Frankfurt today, the Germans are not 
having too rough a time of it. It is a busy city 
of 500,000 inhabitants striving to regain its posi- 
tion of commercial ascendancy. Frankfurt has 
had, perhaps more than any other comparable 
city in Germany, a tradition of liberalism. Its 
politicians and city administrators are perhaps 
drawn from among the more liberal elements. 
The Frankfurter Rundschau—the first morning 
newspaper in the city to be licensed by the 
American military government—can even be 
called self-consciously just in its editorial policy. 
It spearheaded a crusade to erase a flagrant case 
of injustice toward a Jewish doctor seeking a 
city appointment in nearby Offenbach. It did 
so by unflinchingly publicizing the anti-Semitic 
remarks of the Offenbach mayor. The other 
4hree morning newspapers and two evening 
tabloids by no means reach the calibre of the 
Frankfurter Rundschau. Yet they have steadily 
gained readers away from the Rundschau whose 
circulation has dropped from 1,300,000 a few 
years ago to a mere 300,000 today. The average 
Frankfurter burgher and his good frau apparent- 
ly prefer light entertainment with their whip- 
ped cream forten to the more serious things in 


life. 
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Predicament In South Africa 


Aronsfeld 


by C. C. 


JN THE BEWILDERING medley of South Africa’s 

raceology, a peculiar part has been cast for 
the Jews. In South Africa the relation between 
Jew and Gentile is at present only little less cru- 
cial than the issue between Boer and Briton, 
white and black, European and non-European. 
But the Jews’ is a peculiar position because they, 
alone among the few whites, were treated to 
discriminatory attention from the Nationalist 
Party now in power, more especially from its 
leader, the present Prime Minister, and indeed 
the advent of Dr. Malan in 1948 was regarded 
by many as a virtual resurrection of Hitler. The 
story of this part of the Nationalist program 
and the remarkable manner in which it was left 
unenforced, provide an instructive sidelight on 
South African politics—a light that illumines 
more than one side. ; 

Dr. Malan has taken an early interest in the 
Jews. He could hardly do otherwise, for he be- 
gan his career as a reverend gentleman, minister 
of the Dutch Reformed Church and doctor of 
theology. Not unnaturally, his interest was by 
no means unfriendly, and it so remained after 
he had entered politics. In 1930, as Minister 
of the Interior, he thought that “the people of 
South Africa, generally, belonging to all parties 
and sections, desire to give to the Jewish people 
full equality in every respect, every opportunity 
which every other section enjoys, full particpa- 
tion in our national life.” Two years later, when 
asked to write an introduction to a Yiddish his- 
tory of South Africa, he “heartily welcomed 
the idea because such an important section of 
the population is of Jewish origin and they have 
fully identified themselves with the country and 
its people.” 

Thereafter Hitler rose in Europe, and hence- 
forth a shadow fell on Dr. Malan’s judgment. 
The Nationalists stoutly fought the immigra- 
tion of the few who were then seeking safety in 
South Africa, and a “Christian national way of 
life’ was proclaimed which denied Jews the 
full rights of citizenship. When the charge was 
raised that they meant to discriminate against 
Jews as Jews, Dr. Malan, in a memorable Parlia- 
mentary debate, candidly admitted it. It was 
inevitable, he said in January 1937, supporting 
his proposition with most of the arguments on 
which Hitler’s cause had prospered. His assev- 
eration that he was entirely uninfluenced by the 
German Nazis, was then received with laughter 
in the House. The late J. H. Hofmeyr described 
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him as “the acknowledged leader of the ant). 
Semitic group.” 

A few months later, Dr. Malan solemnly 
vowed to “oppose Jewry” and swore it woul 
be “a fight to the finish.” In that year aly 
(1937), although the Nationalist Party did no, 
officially bar Jewish membership, strict discrim. 
ination was enforced by the important branch 
in the Transyaal—“a slap in the face of the Jews, 
if ever there was one,” wrote the South Africay 
Jewish Times. 


The Nationalist record during the war is , 
tale too sad to be told without strong feeling 
General Smuts’ United Party has been left un. 
disturbed in their formidable indictment tha 
Dr. Malan and his friends “‘made common caus 
with our enemies to the uttermost extent that 
they dared and to the uttermost extent it wa 
physically and geographically possible for them 
to do so.” After the war, and with the approach 
of the general election, some of the old fire was 
quenched, and though still setting his face 
against Jewish immigration, Dr. Malan declared | 
in 1947 that Jews would be as welcome to the! 
Nationalist Party as anybody else (except of! 
course in the Transvaal, where an opportunity 
to rescind the offensive ban was conspicuously 
missed as recently as last year and in the Prime 
Minister’s presence). These well-intentioned 
overtures were almost constantly accompanied 
by speeches hardly less authoritative which dilv- 
ted every friendly assurance into sour sarcasm. 
Particularly Mr. Eric Louw, the present Minister 
of Economics, was unrelenting in his incitement 
against the Jews, and so vigorously did he pro-| 
ceed that a representative Jewish journal re-| 
marked: “If Dr. Malan’s blandishments directed | 
at the Jews are part of a trap, then Eric Louw’! 
raucous publicity, which in effect controverts| 
Dr. Malan, can only apprise the Jew of the| 
dangers lurking ahead and in this way defeat 
Dr. Malan’s intentions.” 





After his accession, the Prime Minister was 
good enough to assure the Jewish Board of Dep- 
uties that there would be no discrimination | 
against any section of the Europeans in South | 
Africa, and having once himself made much | 
play of “fa serious Jewish problem,” he now| 
hoped there would be no further talk of ‘“‘the| 
so-called Jewish question.” Since then the Gov- | 
ernment has been anxious to gain confidenct| 
among Jews. Ministers and other high official! 
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have conspicuously attended Jewish functions, 
resing the “common ties” between a 
and Jew, and the friendly relations with Israe 
were notably emphasized when Dr. Malan re- 
cently received the Israeli Foreign Secretary, 
Moshe Sharett. ; 

Clearly the Nationalists are trying hard to be 
realists. But the question remains, How far can 
they live down their past? Appreciation is felt 
to be due to Dr. Malan’s efforts, and doubts are 
rarely cast on his sincerity; but South African 
Jews wonder whether the head of the ruling 
faction is really powerful enough to enforce his 
writ among all the devotees of Apartheid. For 
antisemitism, even militant and malignant brands 
of it, have by no means disappeared from among 
Nationalists, even in Parliament, and the most 
blatant demonstration of an ominous discrep- 
ancy between the Government’s words and the 
Party’s deeds, is the unchanging refusal of the 
Transvaal National Congress to repeal its now 
twelve-year old ban on Jewish membership. 

At all events, they must carefully consider 
their status as “Europeans.” It is not impossible 
there was more than one meaning in Dr. Malan’s 
assurance that he was not going to discriminate 
among the Europeans of South Africa. It is true 
that nearly all the 100,000 Jews there came origi- 
nally from Lithuania, but if Apartheid Js de- 
signed to “segregate” the “non-Europeans,” then 
evidently, no tortuous trick of raceology will be 
required to regard Jews (with the Indians) as 
Asiatics. It was not entirely without significance 
when a Nationalist M.P. declared the other day 
that those who did not approve the Govern- 
ment’s concern for “‘the white race,” could “run 
away to Pakistan or Hindustan or Israelstan.” 
Back in 1937, Dr. Malan himself had suggested 
that, at least for the purposes of immigration, 
Yiddish should not be recognized as a European 
language. 

But to the charge of antisemitism, present or 
potential, Nationalists often reply that they are 
not really worse than their opponents, the United 
Party. Inasmuch as they refer to an “under- 
ground anti-Jewishness,” they are probably 
right; in every other respect, the argument is 
highly disingenuous. For one thing, the United 
Party nowhere bars a Jew from membership. 
Also none of their leaders would ever be per- 
mitted to indulge in the unadulterated, often 
Vicious, Jew-baiting affected by certain Nation- 
alists who now hold high offices. Altogether a 
party inspired by General Smuts can hardly be 
dubbed antisemitic, though it is fair to recognize 


| that, nine months before the last General Elec- 


tion, Dr. Malan distinctly declared in favor of 
Zionism. 
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This declaration has sometimes been regarded 
as a stratagem to secure the Jewish vote. Un- 
derstandably enough, few Jews cared to court 
a company which offered them at best an equiv- 
ocal welcome. It is probably a unique distinc- 
tion of the Union’s public life that for all in- 
tents and purposes, Jews cannot divide their 
allegiance among the existing political factions, 
though their Board of Deputies of course keeps 
clear of party issues. A small band, captained 
by the indefatigable Mr. Nossel, a farmer and 
boot-trader, marches, where tolerated, valiantly 
behind the Nationalist standard; the best part of 
their strength was revealed last May when a tele- 
gram of loyal birthday greetings to Dr. Malan 
was signed by 500. 


The large majority of Jews will have no truck 
with the Nationalist Apartheid which they feel 
only a perverted reasoning can compare to the 
Jewish concept of a Chosen Race. They are not 
entirely unaffected by such color prejudice as 
is rampant throughout white Africa. But from 
self-respect as well as from self-interest they 
cannot take a narrow view. Many simply are 
frightened of memories which Nationalist policy 
will not let die even now. Others realize that 
here is an opportunity where Jews can practice 
their own teaching that persecution never strikes 
at one group only. As antisemitism never, not 
even mainly, concerns Jews alone but defiles 
and degrades the very humanity of man, so they 
feel that whoever be a party to racialism, any 
kind of racialism, Jews must needs make them- 
selves an offence by refusing to countenance it. 
Some have acted on this conviction. It was bold 
enterprise when not long ago a well-known rab- 
bi of Johannesburg established a vocational 
training school for the Bantu, and though the 
foremost of the six Jewish M.P.’s, Mr. Morris 
Kentridge, did vote for the objectionable ghetto 
clauses of General Smuts’ Indian Representation 
Act of 1946, he offered a humble apology; that 
Act seemed to him a sadly unavoidable expedient 
in difficult circumstances—‘‘something, he hoped 
that would lead to further progressive action 
until we may break down the prejudice that 
exists at the moment.” 


This hope, well warranted or ill conceived, re- 
mains the rod and staff of all who care for the 
progress of a civilized Africa within a united 
humanity. It upholds none more vitally than the 
Jewish community, delicately poised as they are 
among the fierce divisions of the Union, for of 
them it is true, even more than of any other 
group, that they cannot pertend to find peace 
where there is no peace. 
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American Christians and Israel 
by Carl Hermann Voss 


; 
t 
N EVER-INCREASING number of American 
Christians has begun to realize what the 
new Jewish state means to their Jewish friends 
in this country and abroad. Knowing that per- 
secution and discrimination against any race, 
religion, or ethnic group takes a terrible toll 
of both hater and hated, these American Chris- 
tians believe—rather vaguely perhaps, yet with 
a deep-rooted conviction—that the newly estab- 
lished Israel is destined to make a lasting con- 
tribution to the eradication of anti-Semitism. 
This hope for the end of anti-Jewish persecu- 
tions and discrimination does not stem from a 
devotion to the writings of Dr. Theodore Herzl; 
on the contrary, most of these Christian friends 
of the new Israel have only a shadowy knowledge 
of the Viennese journalist, his pamphlet, The 
Jewish State, the first Zionist Congress in Basel 
in 1897, and its aftermath in schisms and parties, 
Uganda offers and partition plans. In a sincere, 
somewhat ingenuous way, they have sensed the 
simple fact that an increased measure of self- 
respect and dignity has been granted to Jews 
everywhere, both in Israel and in the Diaspora, 
by this twentieth century miracle of the estab- 
lishment of the third Jewish commonwealth. 
They have begun to understand why pride surges 
in Jewish hearts throughout the world as Israelis 
banish the hopelessness and ennui, the misery 
and ignominy of a centuries-old national home- 
lessness. Many American Christians feel, no mat- 
ter how vicariously, the joy of Israelis who nur- 
ture their beloved land of Palestine amid the 
hostility of their Arab neighbors and against the 
growing threat of inflation; and a bit incredu- 
lously perhaps, they observe the drama of the 
“ingathering of the exiles” as Israelis welcome to 
their shores hundreds of thousands of their fel- 
low-Jews who have fled the poisoned life of 
Europe and the dark ghettoes of North Africa, 
Yemen, and Iraq: 


American Christians are also beginning to un- 
derstand what the new Jewish state can mean 
as a defense point of democracy in the Middle 
East, especially against the threat of Soviet ag- 
gression in that sensitive, strategic sector of the 
world; they realize that Israel is the only genuine 


Dr. Carl Hermann Voss, a Congregational clergyman, is chair- 
man of the executive council of the American Christian Pales- 
tine Committee and is a member of the faculty of the New 
School for Social Research in New York City. 
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democracy—politically, economically, and y. 
cially—in the entire Mediterranean area and ; 
therefore inclined to oppose totalitarian agora. 
sion, whether of Left or Right. In Israel’s Op- 
position to the aggression of the North Korean, 
they recognize an historic parallel to the pligh; 
of the new state two years ago when the An} 
states invaded after the partition of Palestin. 
They see Israel, faced now by bellicose Arb 
threats of a “second round,” in the perspectiy: 
of her unhappy experiences of 1948 as the vic. 
tim of an aggressive war launched by the An} 
armies and materially encouraged by anothe 
Great Power, Great Britain. It is clear to then 
that Israel knows only too well the bitter pric; 
in blood and treasure exacted by an aggressor 
In Israel’s support of the UN police action 
against the North Koreans, they see a sharp con. 
trast to the equivocal stand of the Arab state, 
especially Egypt’s total abstention. 


American Christians become increasingly du- 
bious about the wisdom and the practicality of 
arming the Arab states, whether for “internal 
defense” purposes or for resistance against pos- 
sible Soviet penetration into the Near East. To 
depend upon Arab defense appears to them: 
vain hope, for if five Arab states were decisively 
defeated by little Israel two years ago in tht 
proverbial David-and-Goliath action, “just how 
effective,” they ask, “would the Arab nations 
be against the armed might of the Soviet Union?” 
They seem to have grasped the truth that, no 
matter how picturesque and redolent of romanc 
Arab lands may be, their corrupt and decadent 
governments are a weak reed on which to lean 
in opposing Russian intentions in the Mediter- 
ranean basin and that the Arabs, weakened by 
indescribable poverty, illiteracy, and diseas, 
driven by political rivalries, and plagued by eco- 
nomic disorder, need not arms but rather mew 
directions toward a democratic ethos in accori 
with a well-planned, generously-supported, ani 
carefully-administered Point Four Program. 


Aienican Christians have become aware of the 

conspiracy against the city of Jerusalem 
represented last year by the incredible Rome- 
Cairo-Moscow axis. They have learned of tht 
Unholy Alliance that prevailed in the United 
Nations last December when the Vatican, acting 
in parallel action with the Kremlin and the Ara 
League, forced through the UN General As: 
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sembly the unworkable recommendation to the 
Trusteeship Council for the total international- 
zation of Jerusalem; they are now, at long last, 
mindful of the role played in Geneva and at Lake 
Success by papal legates who lobbied aggressively 
for pro-internationalization votes from Latin 
American states. The large number of Protestant 
clergymen in the United States who have asked 
for UN curatorship of the Holy Places in both 
Old and New Cities of Jerusalem attests to this 
widespread apprehension about Vatican influ- 
ence on the matter of the Holy City’s future. 
Many American Christians remember with sor- 
row the silence of the churches, both Protestant 
and Roman Catholic, when Jerusalem was 
bombed in 1948; and they recall with admira- 
tion the valiant defense of the New City by the 
Israelis at a time when inaction and impotence 
hobbled the United Nations. In large numbers 
they have registered their approval of the states- 
manlike-plan offered the United Nations last 
June by the Israeli delegation, suggesting UN 
protection for Holy Places alone and asking that 
the secular pursuits of the Old and New Cities 
of Jerusalem be governed by the sovereign gov- 
ernments of the populations inhabiting those 
respective sections: 


American Christians are astonished, however, 
that, at this late day, there should still be a 
measure, albeit small, of dissent amid American 
Jewry as to the validity of Zionist aspirations. 
No longer, of course, can anyone dispute the 
vitality of Zionism, for the Jewish state is a fact 
of international life, an ineluctable fact which 
can be nether denied nor destroyed; Israel, it is 
clear, is a “‘vibrant reality” in the family of na- 
tions. But in America there is a die hard handful 
of both Jews and Christians who still question 
the validity of Zionism as well as the good faith 
of Israel. To many American Christians, it 
seems incongruous that anti-Zionists—not only 
Jew, but Arab and non-Jew, too—continue to 
operate at the same old stand, circulating un- 
truths and misrepresentations about the Israelis’ 
fledgling state. Detractors accuse Israel falsely 
of being responsible for the plight of a millicn 
Arab refugees or of serving as a base for com- 
munist operations in the Middle East; or of cre- 
ating the problem of “dual loyalties” for Zionists 
everywhere, or of “building a Godless, Christless 
state.” I am convinced, however, that such in- 
accurate, unjust accusations avail little in the 
minds of American Christians. The half-truths 
and untruths, the distortions and twisted ver- 
sions given American Christians in the past by 
missionary and diplomat, by oil men and State 
Department “experts,” have been weighed and 
found wanting; they now have scant influence. 
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It should be noted, however, that some Ameri- 
can Christians do not share the convictions I 
have listed in these last five paragraphs. These 
anti-Zionist Christian are, fortunately, few in 
number; but they do possess considerable prestige 
by virtue of the power of their positions and 
their pens. A chief executive of the Federal 
Council of Churches of Christ in America is 
troubled by the fear that American Jews, 
through their support of Israel, are guilty of 
“double allegiances and thus conflicting com- 
mitments.” The Christian Century is not diffid- 
ent in making known its opinion that Israel is 
a burr under the saddle of the Near East. Lunch- 
eon meetings of the New York chapter of the 
American Council For Judaism and _ national 
conferences of that organization provide plat- 
forms for such outspoken anti-Zionists as Dr- 
Henry Pitney Van Dusen, president of Union 
Theological Seminary in New York; Carroll 
Binder, editor of the Minneapolis Tribune; Dr. 
Henry Smith Leiper, associate general secretary 
of the World Council of Churches; Dr. Bayard 
Dodge, president emeritus of the American 
University; and Dr. Paul Hutchinson, editor of 
The Christian Century. Statements against Is- 
rael in particular and Zionists in general have 
been made in books and pamphlets, from the 
pulpit and on the lecture platform, by such ob- 
durate opponents as Dr. Virginia Gildersleeve, 
dean emeritus of Barnard College; Garland Evans 
Hopkins, former associate secretary of the Board 
of Foreign Missions of the Methodist Church 
and now associate editor of The Christian Cen- 
tury; Dr. Henry Sloane Coffin, president emeri- 
tus of Union Theological Seminary; Willie Snow 
(Mrs. Mark) Ethridge, author of Going to Jeru- 
salem; Kermit Roosevelt, executive secretary of 
the Committee For Jutice and Peace in the Holy 
Land; Dr. Millar Burrows, author of Palestine 
Is Our Business and professor in the Yale Divini- 
ty School; and Dr. Glora Wysner, associate sec- 
retary of the International Missionary Council 
and author of Near East Panorama, the recently 
published missions study book scheduled for use 
in thousands of Protestant churches throughout 
the United States. 


When taken to task for the unfair treatment 
Miss Wysner had given Israel in her biased, woe- 
fully inadequate book, she defended it with emo- 
tion. When shown the bibliography in Near 
East Panorama which listed not a single book by 
Jew or Christian in favor of Israel and Zionism— 
not Bartley Crum or Jose Garcia Granados or 
Robert Nathan or Sumner Welles or Walter Clay 
Lowdermilk — she disclaimed all responsibility, 
for, said she, despite her authorship of the book, 
she had not prepared the list of supplementary 
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reading! Apparently, she obeyed the Biblical in- 
junction: “Let not thy right hand know what 
thy left hand doeth!” 


When I asked her why she had not noted Is- 
rael as a living democracy in the midst of a 
feudal, decadent Near East, she answered: ““De- 
mocracy exists only where there is Christianity. 
My concern is how Palestine and the Near East 
give witness to Jesus Christ.” 


OT ALL are as hopeless as Miss Wysner. Many 
anti-Zionist Christians honestly question 
the right of the Jews to a national home in Pal- 
estine, not alone because of what seems to them 
to be weak, unproven historic claims, both in 
the past and the present, but also because of a 
“a contradiction between the national hopes of 
Zionists and the universal emphases of Judaism.” 
They deplore ‘a new nationalism, an anachro- 
nism in a day of growing internationalism.” They 
fear the effects of that nationalism on Judaism, 
mother faith of Christianity and well spring of 
the Western world’s way of life, not to overlook 
its possible negative influence on present day 
hopes for world government. These more kindly 
critics cannot be placed, as so often they are by 
more zealous Zionists, in the category of anti- 
Semites or “enemies of Israel”; but, sad to say, 
not all the anti-Zionists among Christians are 
as restrained and as measured in their expressed 
concern. 

In recent years, as travel to the Middle East 
has opened again and as Israel accepts an increas- 
ing tourist trade, large numbers of Christians 
have visited the new Jewish state; anti-Zionist 
Christians have been put to rout. There had 
always been—before, during, and after the Sec- 
ond World War—a throng of Senators and Con- 
gressmen who had visited Palestine (later Israel) , 
returning vastly impressed; this contingent in- 
cluded, among many others, such stalwarts as 
Alben Barkley, Owen Brewster, Franklin D. 
Roosevelt, Jr., and Chase Going Woodhouse. Os- 
car Ewing and Earl J. McGrath are only two 
among many government officials who saw and 
were convinced. Joe Curran and Victor Reuther 
are two of a host of labor leaders; Daniel Marsh, 
Bryn J. Hovde, Ernest O. Melby, Thomas Clark 
Pollock, and Charles J. Turck among educators; 
and Samuel Guy Inman, Daniel A. Poling, John 
Paul Jones, and William Lindsay Young among 
churchmen. These men—and many more— 
were all possessed of critical faculties and skep- 
tical eyes. Yet none returned an enemy of the 
new state. All came back as fast friends of the 
new Israel. 


JEWIsH Front 


“What of the Federal Council of Churches» 
some one asks, “Isn’t that organization ant; 
Zionist?” , 

The answer is neither “yes” nor “no.” It; 
no secret that the leading executives of the Fed. 
eral Council are—to phrase it politely—no, 
overly enthusiastic about either Zionism or hs. 
rael. Several years ago, the executives were, 4. 
most to a man, against Zionism. An anti-Ziop. 
ist resolution, remarkably similar in content anj 
phrasing to statements issued by the American 
Council For Judaism, was almost pushed through 
an executive meeting of the Federal Council in 
September of 1945; but the unyielding oppos. 
tion of Dan Poling and Henry Atkinson resulted 
in a tabling motion. Since then no statement hy 
been forthcoming, possibly because the constitu. 
ency of the Federal Council is not at one on the 
matter. When the Arab armies invaded the 
borders of the new Israel and, for days on end 
the Arab Legion’s bombs pounded the city of 
Jerusalem, sacred to three major faiths of man. 
kind, the Federal Council was silent,—save to 
request internationalization for Jerusalem, an 
objective, interestingly enough, also sought by 
the Vatican. It is no exaggeration to wonder 
whether the leaders of the Federal Council realize 
the extent of Zionist support among the con- 
stituent groups of the Council. 


This Christian support of the new Israel is, 
it is true, late in coming; and, even in this day 
when Zionism is no longer an aberration of 
Ostjuden but is almost “fashionable,” there 
could and should be a stronger, more articulate 
body of Christians giving aid and counsel. Yet, 
the Christian conscience has been awakened and 
that awakening is a salutary event in our era 
of insensitive consciences and deaf ears. It isa 
commentary on the moribund Christian faith 
of our time that so many so-called Christians 
remained silent and immobile when they might 
have spoken and acted, especially during the 
1930’s and 1940’s. The new Israel, aided in an 
earlier hour by a Shaftesbury and a George Eliot, 
by Arthur Balfour, Lloyd George, and Woodrow 
Wilson, by Josiah Wedgewood, Charles Orde 
Wingate, and Wyndham Deeds, came into exist- 
ence in a latter day not because of Christians 
but rather in spite of Christians. 


Now, the Zionist dream approaches the reality 
of achievement. We Christians, belated in our 
hearing the cry for justice, sluggish in our re- 
sponse to the call for aid, hear an echo across 
the centuries. From Judean hills come the words 
of the prophet Isaiah, bidding us Christians, 
joint heirs of the Hebraic heritage, “Awake... 
ye that dwell in the dust!” 
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BOOKS 


THE EDUCATION OF MAURICE SAMUEL 
by Judah Goldin 


N ONE LEVEL, if you wish, 

Maurice Samuel’s latest book, 
The Gentleman and the Jew,* may 
be taken as a record of his educa- 
tion, an account of his beliefs and 
how he arrived at them, not only 
asa result of intellectual exercises 
—though these were and remain 
impressive—but also as a result of 
his experiences with the world 
about him. And since in this in- 
stance the writer is Samuel—a man 
who for at least thirty years has 
been studying Jewish life and re- 
flecting on the Jewish idea and ex- 
pression, who has not merely win- 
dow-shopped for bright or start- 
ling Jewish epigrams, but has 
involved himself actively in the 
implications of his thought—what 
he says is particularly instructive. 
To be sure, every angle of vision 
of a subject reveals something, and 
in that respect even an outsider’s 
or newcomer’s view is instructive. 
But there is still no adeyuate sub- 
stitute for real knowledge of the 
data one wants to examine. This 
knowledge Samuel has; it is a 
knowledge of the texture no less 
than of the pronouncements of 
Judaism. 


All this despite the fact that 
there will be pedants who will up- 
braid him for some of his im- 
patience with the very complicated 
disciplines of biblical studies and 
feel that his sympathy for their 
labors is grudging. There will 
probably be historians who will 
ask what makes him so sure that 
Ben Bag Bag lived in the second 
century “before the Christian era.” 
Bibliographers will be irritated by 
the way he distorted the name of 
the author of Major Trends in 
Jewish Mysticism. And one classi- 
cal philologian whom I urged to 
read this book has already pro- 





* THE GENTLEMAN AND THE JEW, 
by Maurice Samuel. Alfred A. Knopf, 
$3.75, 


tested to me against the remark 
that Plato, like Machiavelli, as- 
sumes “that man is unchangeable.” 


Any attempt to disfigure the 
book on the basis of such criticisms 
would be a dodge. In the first 
place, many of the observations on 
biblical studies have been long 
overdue, especially as regards the 
textbooks of second-rate third- 
class biblical critics, (In this con- 
nection, see the excellent paper by 
H. L. Ginsberg in Commentary, 
September, 1950.) In the second 
place, put within a larger context, 
the remark about Plato cannot be 
brushed away. In the third place, 
where errors occur we have to ask 
whether they affect the main line 
of the argument. If they do not, 
the only thing to say is that the 
manuscript needed more careful 
checking to catch just the kind 
of slips that are made when a 
writer is working at his best. 


For it is above all the great 
argument, the central thesis, that 
we must focus on. But first, as I 
have said, what we encounter may 
be taken as the record of the edu- 
cation of Maurice Samuel—of how 
English literature and western cul- 
ture captured the young Jew’s 
spirit, of how the juxtaposition 
of that culture and the one he 
knew in his home and neighbor- 
hood, and learned in his cheder, 
gradually quickened in him the 
realization that a basic tension, 
a long-tested restraint kept the 
Jew from capitulating to the at- 
tractions—-the manners, music, gal- 
lantry, splendor—of the Gentile 
world. In this world of Tom 
Merry and Kipling and Shakes- 
peare’s Henry V the noblest ideal 
of man was the gentleman; and 
the more you studied the gentle- 
man, the clearer you realized that 
ultimately what he prized, what 
he “coveted” above all, was honor. 
“Yes, love of honor and not a 
plausible claim to the throne, not 
a misconceived sense of injury, 
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drove Henry to invade France; 
love of honor impelled him to 
commit the crimes from which 
he hypocritically begged the Arch- 
bishop of Canterbury to guard 
him.” But it was precisely love 
of honor which in the “other 
world”—that world where par- 
ents, for example, were never able 
to understand how adults could 
treat sports like a ritual—was 
known to be the root of most 
sins, “the deep wound in our na- 
ture out of which has flowed the 
blood and decency of countless 
generations.” 


This awareness did not come at 
once. Much study and compari- 
son of the two worlds in which 
he moved took place between 
Samuel’s early years in Manchester 
and later when he arrived at his 
commitment. What led him to 
a re-exploration of Judaism was 
indeed this realization of the im- 
moral character of the gentleman- 
concept. “It might be put thus: 
the gentleman is the noblest ideal 
of man possible in a society that 
immorally accepts competition and 
rivalry as the basis of life. For 
the acceptance of this view is an 
initial denial of the validity of 
goodness; it is. . . the contradic- 
tion of the prophetic and Chris- 
tian (or at any [rate] Christ) 
morality. Gentlemanliness is a de- 
vice of the spirit for being im- 
moral without losing one’s self- 
respect while being immoral. It 
is, from another point of view, 
the idealization or exaltation of 
immorality — what the orthodox 
Jews call ‘idol worship.’” Com- 
bat and competition were here 
elevated to the position of cosmic 
law; here power was the inevit- 
able ingredient and objective of 
life. And neither liberals nor 
Marxists nor mechanists, rational- 
ist teachers nor leading writers, 
were to repudiate it. 


LTHOUGH in his first reading 

of the prophets Samuel was 
repelled by what seemed a con- 
stable morality on their part, their 
reward and punishment formula, 
he slowly came to recognize that 
this was not the core of their 
teaching, that this was no more 
than a stylistic device, forms of 
expression. Their principal dec- 
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laration was that life’s meaning 
lay in goodness, a goodness which 
is “incommensurable with any 
form of worldliness.” All threats, 
all calculations, all bargaining dis- 
appear when once this is grasped. 
What prophecy suggests is ‘the 
possibility of an other-being. . . . 
We might say, then, that a pro- 
phet is one who excises from our 
system the question: ‘Why should 
I be moral?’ . . . He does so not 
by answering it, but by making 
it unintelligible, not to mention 
distasteful.” This “is not a sta- 
tistical product, and it is not a 
policy.” Its only appeal lies in 
its incommensurableness, and _ all 
one can do is surrender to it. 


This is not all there is to the 
Bible and one must add that there 
is in the Bible what Samuel would 
call unbiblical teaching. But 
amongst other results of his studies, 
two facts were of special signific- 
ance: first, that the prophetic view 
dominated biblical and subsequent 
Jewish teaching; second, that not 
merely a historical (let alone anti- 
quarian) or literary relationship 
developed between the Jews and 
the Book, but a unique, fatefully 
organic one. The Book so possessed 
them that it determined the sub- 
stance and vocabulary of their 
imagination ever after. Only in 
the light of this relationship can 
the whole post-biblical episode of 
Jewish history be understood. To 
see how acutely Samuel has under- 
stood some of it, I need only 
recommend the ingenious imita- 
tion of Midrashic style which he 
attempts (pp. 173 f.; but the Mid- 
rash would mot say, “the Sages, 
their memory be a blessing unto 
us”). To appreciate how percep- 
tive is his insight into the unique- 
ness of Israel’s relationship to the 
Bible, one should read carefully 
his analysis of Christendom’s non- 
involvement in the Old Testa- 
ment narrative and judgment, and 
of its acceptance of an alterna- 
tive ideal within its world and 
values. 


By submitting to the impera- 
tives of Scripture the Jewish peo- 
ple survived. This was the lesson 
Samuel learned and it has appar- 
ently—as his numerous books and 
lectures testify — patterned his 
thinking and directed his career 


in Zionist and other public affairs 
for a quarter of a century. It was 
this lesson that led him to Zion- 
ism (I am compressing the ac- 
count considerably), it was the 
articulation and exemplification of 
this lesson in Zionist history which 
made him one of its early and 
most eloquent advocates. 


Once again: I started by calling 
The Gentleman and the Jew the 
education of Maurice Samuel, and 
what I contend is that even on 
this level it is an important docu- 
ment, a rich and provocative study. 
But by now it should be evident 
that even on that level we have 
moved beyond personal history, 
even within the first two thirds 
of the book there is an address to 
the world and above all to the 
Jews. And what is the burden 
of this address? We are at a short 
remove from extinction because 
we reject the prophetic concept, 
because we are content to be 
gentlemen. And Jewry today is 
in the same plight, not only be- 
cause Jews live in the same world 
but because in their recent dis- 
asters and triumphs they have fal- 
len victim to the world’s universe 
of discourse. They have begun to 
barter away their peculiarness in 
order to become like everyone 
else. 


T 1s in the last third of the book, 

however, that the education be- 
comes completely one with exhor- 
tation, with warning and sum- 
mons. Here the results of years 
of study, reflection, observing, 
Participation and testing finally 
converge to judge the events and 
emphases which today presumably 
continue a three thousand year old 
tradition. Do they do so, demands 
Samuel, or are they not threaten- 
ing to diminish and extinguish it? 
The signs are too many to ignore 
that there are movements afoot 
to paganize Judaism. And the en- 
tire discussion of the third part 
of the book, on Jew and Israeli, 
may be described as a Midrash 
Samuel on the verse in Psalms, 
“Heathen are come into thine in- 
heritance.” Old words and pro- 
found ideals have been emptied 
of their original momentum and 
given a direction which they were 
never intended to take. Not that 
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this is happening for the fir 
time. You can find, Samuel of. 
serves, such attempts at reducing 
the stature of Jewishness in th 
Hasmonean dynasty of ancien 
times; misconceptions of the meap. 
ing of Zionism threatened th 
movement from its very begin. 
nings, amongst its leaders too, By 
the menace today is the greater 
first, because of the desperate pre. 
dicament of the world, second 
because of the devastation of mon 
sense and character even withip 
Jewry as a result of the Nz 
bestialization of all men, includ. 
ing victims, and third, because of 
the sudden popularity of Zionism 
in circles where its most elementary 
principles are still unintelligible 
Inevitably, like so many othe 
genuine expressions of the spirit 
it has been celebrated for th 
wrong reasons, and thus becom 
a danger to the spirit. During 
the war against the mandate power 
in Palestine, ‘Hundreds of thov- 
sands were joining the Zionis 
Organizations, which before hal 
counted their memberships in ten 
of thousands. Their ‘Zionism’ wa 
not grounded in Jewishness. Th: 
violent reawakening of Jewish 
self-consciousness, set off by the 
Nazi assault, sharpened by parti 
cipation in the rescue work vii 
Palestine, and brought to a clima 





For new assurance 
of inner peace... 
read 


The American 
JEW 


by Ludwig Lewisohn 


Jews face all problems with their fellow 
They have, 
in addition, intimate, specific problems which 
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by the emergent Jewish state, had 
nothing but itself and the bare 
fact of the Jewish state to focus 
on, It was, so to speak, a great 
awareness with little to be aware 
of, In this setting ‘Zionism’ had 
no meaning. From something that 
no one had wanted to hear about, 
Zionism became something that 
no one thought it necessary to 
learn about. For a large mass of 
unthinking people the impossible 
had become the self-understood, 
without any change in their 
mental habits, or any addition to 
their stock of information. .. . 
Zionism had, in short, become a 
success; and the most dangerous 
feature of success is that one is 
applauded for the wrong reason, 
and one begins to like it; or, ra- 
ther, that one is applauded at all, 
instead of being understood.” 


For what in actuality did Zion- 
ism rise in response to? The de- 
sire for a state? The craving for 
ashare in the pomp and politick- 
ing and power-lust of the nations? 
This was never the vision of those 
to whose innermost being Zion- 
im was a basic need. Again and 
again Samuel returns to this in- 
sistence: “The determinant element 
in the longing for the Return was 
the desire to remain Jewish; poli- 
tical self-determination, assump- 
tion of the standard national func- 
tions, were instrumentalities; and 
where seen as more, were senti- 
mentalities” (his italics). Who, 
whose reading has included more 
than mimeographed releases, can 
gainsay this? 

But is the rebuke fair? Per- 
haps what is developing in our 
day is only the current version of 
a recurrent state of affairs. It is 
a fact that tensions between Pal- 
estinian and other Jewries have 
existed in other periods. To cite 
only one example: during Gaonic 
times the strain between the Pal- 
éstinian and the Bablyonian Jew- 
ih community reached breaking- 
point more than once. What then 
is extraordinary about the recent 
developments? Is not Samuel’s pro- 
test, therefore, weakened by his 
limited perspective of Jewish his- 
tory, even as his readiness to see 
in the Halutzim the sustainers of 
the Hasidean tradition is some- 
what recherche? 


It is a tempting rejoinder, but 
wide of the mark. For in the past 
the strain between Palestinian Jews 
and the others grew out of their 
respective claims that they, the 
ones or the others, most truly or 
effectively could fulfill the de- 
mands of Jewish law and life. In 
this respect rivalry over spiritual 
hegemony served as a creative 
force in the enlargement of Juda- 
ism, in the enrichment of the Jew- 
ish table of contents. Whereas 
today the ambition has by and 
large been a different one, both 
in America and in Israel: to be- 
come masters at Realpolitik, to 
substitute alien concepts and con- 
duct for authentic Jewish ones, 
to write off almost two thousand 
years of Jewish experience as 
though it were either a prolonged 
batlonus, or perhaps something 
quaint to refer to but an unmiti- 
gated nuisance for practical men 
and “responsible leadership.” To 
use a phrase of Samuel’s: there has 
been an “inundation of unspirit- 
uality.” 

I have quoted and paraphrased 
at length not merely to suggest or 
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illustrate the fervor of Samuel’s 
prose, the crescendo of his moral 
note, but also because such pas- 
sages reveal how inextricable is 
the connection between Samuel’s 
education and his exhortation. It 
is this achievement which makes 
his criticism so trustworthy and 
gives to his words a substantiality 
which so little comment on con- 
temporary Jewish life contains. 
No doubt in some quarters what 
he has written will be dismissed 
as the complaint of a perfectionist, 
as the bitterness of a compulsive 
neurotic. There is no way to pre- 
vent vandal judgment, I suppose. 
Then there is the possibility that 
his book will be read, even re- 
viewed patronizingly, so that the 
business-as-usual may be resumed 
with as little fuss as possible. The 
advantage to this strategy is that 
you can go on record as support- 
ing the prophets at no loss. Never- 
theless, those whose ears have not 
been entirely deafened by the tu- 
mult of the world and the worldly, 
will discern in these pages musar 
for our time. For this book is 
not merely an expression, but an 
exclamation of kiddush hashem. 
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For and Against Herberg 
Dear Sir: 


Will Herberg begins his analy- 
sis of Philip Bernstein’s article in 
Life with a list of three charges 
of basic error. In each case, it is 
Bernstein who is right and Her- 
berg who is wrong. One, the con- 
cept of salvation by faith has be- 
come by association a uniquely 
Christian doctrine (See Galatians 
and Romans, and see Luther’s 
Commentary on Galatians), and 
as contrasted with Paul’s doctrine 
of faith, Bernstein is exactly right. 
Two, Herberg’s very citation of 
Maimonides’ spiritualizing of the 
doctrine of resurrection bears out 
Bernstein’s contention that Jews 
have not agreed on what happens 
after death; see Maimonides’ Com- 
mentary on the Mishnah, Vilna 
1895 edition of the Talmud, pp. 
245-247; or Cohen, The Teachings 
of Maimonides, 234-236. And is 
M. Sanh, X, 1, contending against 
non-Jews who deny resurrection, 
or against Jews? Were not the 
Saduccees Jews? Three, that his 
formulation of vicarious atone- 
ment occurs in Isaiah LIII is so 
well known that surely Herberg 
does not intend to impute to Bern- 
stein ignorance of the passage or 
of Gen., XVIII, 23ff.; and again 
Bernstein is right in that the doc- 
trine though formulated in the 
Bible did not catch on, and did 
not become central in Judaism, or 
focussed in a single, “cosmic” per- 
sonality, as is the case in Chris- 
tianity; cf. Craig, The Beginning 
of Christianity, 203. 


Herberg, then, first seeks to 
demonstrate that Bernstein has 
made errors in elementary scholar- 
ship, something he can do only 
by implicity attributing to Bern- 
stein a remarkable measure of ig- 
norance. It is not that Herberg 
has found errors in Bernstein, but 
that he has gone way out of the 
usual, ordinary way of simple read- 
ing and understanding to find 
pegs on which to hang the charge 
of error. 

Next comes Herberg’s modest 


and humble evaluation of Bern- 


stein’s religion: “It moves on the 
dead level of mediocrity and is 
utterly incapable of encompassing 
the heights and depths of the hu- 
man spirit.” It is easy to recog- 
nize here that arrogant “Neo-Or- 
thodoxy,” now in a Jewish version, 
is belaboring “shallow” liberalism, 
as do some Protestants. Add to 
this transplanted existentialism, 
and Herberg’s soup is complete in 
prospect—all one needs is to fill 
in the meat stock and the vege- 
tables. 

Herberg’s formulations disclose 
to one reader the hop-skip-and- 
jump method, of partial citation 
and fractional glimpse. The over- 
all impression was that he was 
describing not the relative serenity 
of Rabbinic Judaism, but the hys- 
terical aspects of Pauline Chris- 
tianity. The difficulty with Her- 
berg’s exposition is that he is often 
partly right. This sort of thing 
can be forgiven, however, in the 
light of an earnest endeavor. 

But in the case of Herberg, it 
is more difficult to be charitable, 
since his article betrays little char- 
ity. To dismiss the religion of 
others as “the platitudinous level 
of a mediocre humanism” exhibits 
pride, fancied superiority, and un- 
becoming disdain. Herberg has 
written in a spirit which at least 
one reader found distasteful. That 
does not affect the validity of 
Herberg’s contentions. But pos- 
sibly it is a key to understanding 
the religious revolt against ration- 
alism and the people who believe 
that they, and they alone, un- 





derstand the profundities of 
religion. 
SAMUEL SANDMEL 

Hillel Professorship of Jewish 
Literature and Thought, 
Vanderbilt University, 
Nashville, Tenn. 

Dear Sir: 


It occurs to me that Mr. Her- 
berg could have stated his Exis- 
tentialist version of ““What is Jew- 
ish Religion” without trying to 
snatch attention for his views by 
pinning them them onto Rabbi 


Bernstein’s Life magazine accouy, 
of ““What the Jews Believe,” 

The difference between the ty, 
essays is that between what a gree 
pedagogue would teach Jews an 
what an experienced one has dj. 
covered they actually use for th 
guidance of their life. 

Rabbi Bernstein attempted 
historical analysis of the evolution, 
of Jewish theology from Abraham 
to Buber. With rare objectivity, 
helped, I am sure, by consultation 
with competent authorities repre. 
senting schools of Jewish thought 
other than his own, he presented 
the actual prevailing beliefs of th 
generality of religious - minded 
Jews. 

Mr. Herberg may speak for his 
coterie of Johnny-come-latelic 
who boomerang into Judaism after 
ranging long and widely over alien 
fields and streams remote from 
Judaism. 

Rabbi Bernstein is speaking for 
Jews whose chief familiarity with 
such terms as “grace”, “salvation 
through faith”, “resurrection”, 
“Messiah” is the result of scanning 
the missionary literature intended 
to convert them to other faiths. 

Mr. Herberg finds “deplorable” 
the “bourgeois, superficial, naive, 
trivial, humanistic, liberal, senti- 
mental, idealistic, optimism” of 
beliefs held by Jews. But it is 
hallucinatory to imagine that Mr. 
Herberg’s curiously ecclectic theol- 
ogy represents anything like the 
beliefs of “the Jews” living today. 

Not long ago another Existenti- 
alist reviewed Milton Steinberg’s 
“Basic Judaism” and lamented the 
absence in it of the wisdom of 
Kierkegaard and Kafka among 
others. As one eminent rabbi re- 
marked: “This young man’s com- 
plaint is not against Steinberg; his 
tayneh is to Moshe Rabenu.” In 
like wise, Mr. Herberg is not re- 
futing Rabbi Bernstein; he is tilt- 
ing against the windmill of the 
going beliefs of contemporary 
Jews. 

Mr. Herberg’s essay is sequinned- 
o’er with quotes from Jewish lore, 
but the basic pattern, woven into 
his fabric, is the thinking of Kier- 
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kegaard and the Existentialists. 
Perhaps the Jews ought to revere 
the patron saint of the Existential- 
ists as the only Moses since Moses. 
But the simple fact is that the 
typical practicing Jew doesn’t 
know the man’s name—as why, 
particularly, should he? Can it be 
that only those who pay homage 
to the bitterly pessimistic, neuro- 
tically negative and decadent gen- 
tile philosophies of our times are 
“authentic” Jews? 

It is a popular current fad for 
tired intellectuals, rebels and icon- 
oclasts in their prime, to want to 
get away from it all; to seek sur- 
cease and sactuary in religion. Typ- 
ically these weary souls, fatigued 
from their wanderings, are glad 
to rest and study quietly and learn. 
Js it not a trifle unseemly for one 
of these forthwith to don profes- 
sional robes and hasten to the lec- 
tern to teach? 


ALBERT §. GOLDSTEIN, 
Rabbi, Tremont Temple, Bronx 





Many of us Protestant Chris- 
tians turned to Rabbi Bernstein’s 
account of “What the Jews Be- 
lieve’ with eager interest and 
finished it with the same sinking 
of the heart with which we dis- 
cover again and again that our 
own representative spokesmen per- 
sistently misrepresent Protestant 
Christianity in order to make it 
palatable. If contemporary Juda- 
im can be described without ref- 
erence to the covenant, then not 
only have the Scriptures fallen out 
of sight, but Judaism begins to 
look like the kind of liberal pro- 
gtessivism against which authentic 
Protestantism is fighting for its 
life. It is at this point that Will 
Herberg’s remarkable article is re- 
assuring to Protestantism, as it 
must be to many Jews. It means 
that there remains an understand- 
ing of covenant faith in Judaism 
such as is gaining ground in Pro- 
testantism. If his point of view 
does gain ground, there will of 
course continue to be difference 
and debate between the two com- 
munities, but it will be meaningful 
difference and real debate ground- 
ed in a common understanding 
of what the Bible is about. 


ALEXANDER MILLER 
Union Theological Seminary 


I must write a short note of 
enthusiastic approval of Will Her- 
berg’s Jewish Frontier article. I 
have just read it, and I was most 
impressed, not only with what he 
says but also with the sharp, clear 
and unequivocal way of saying it. 
If this kind of presentation does 
not have an effect, I do not know 
what will. 


Thanks again for a most impres- 
sive article. 


Emit L. FACKENHEIM 


University of Toronto 





Congratulations on the wonder- 
ful article by Will Herberg in the 
Frontier. It is one of the best 
polemical pieces I have seen. 


MILTON R. KonwitTz 


Cornell University 





Herberg Replies 
Dear Sir: 


I am somewhat at a loss to dis- 
cover just what it is that Mr. 
Sandmel is getting at in his letter. 
In my article, I introduced my 
criticism of Rabbi Bernstein’s pre- 
sentation of Jewish teaching by 
calling attention to “three partic- 
ular errors and misconceptions” 
which it seemed to me he was guil- 
ty of. On these points, in them- 
selves incidental to my basic criti- 
cism, Mr. Sandmel says: “It is 
Bernstein who is right and Her- 
berg who is wrong.” Let us see: 

1. Salvation by faith. — Rabbi 
Bernstein asserted that “the con- 
cept of salvation by faith is alien 
to his (the Jew’s) mind.” I pointed 
out that, however faith is inter- 
preted, Judaism has a doctrine of 
salvation by faith. Mr. Sandmel 
replies that “the concept of salva- 
tion by faith has become by as- 
sociation a uniquely Christian doc- 
trine.” What the phrase “by as- 
sociation” means in this connec- 
tion I don’t understand. Obvious- 
ly, the fact that the teaching is 
also Christian does not, in itself, 
make it less Jewish. And that it 
is Jewish I tried to show by con- 
siderations to which Mr. Sandmel 
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apparently does not see fit to refer? 

2. Resurrection. — I did not 
challenge Rabbi Bernstein’s asser- 
tion that not all Jews have been 
in agreement as to “what happens 
after death”. That fact is plain 
enough. What I objected to was 
the impression Rabbi Bernstein 
gave that belief in the resurrection 
was just one of a wide variety of 
beliefs, on a par with the rest, and 
that Maimonides was a particular 
champion of the doctrine. Mr. 
Sandmel bears me out in what I 
said about Maimonides. As to the 
other point, Mishnah Sanhedrin 
10.1 is obviously directed against 
Jews who deny the resurrection, 
since it comes as a qualification of 
the statement, ‘Every Israelite has 
a share in the world-to-come.” Of 
course, the Sadducees were Jews, 
but it is not Sadduceesim that has 
formed the Jewish religious tradi- 
tion. The Jewish religious tradi- 
tion — normative Judaism — is 
the work of Pharisaic-Rabbinic 
thought, and Phraisaic-Rabbinic 
thought is emphatic in its insist- 
ence that the resurrection of the 
dead is crucial and indispensable 
to Jewish faith. Does Mr. Sand- 


mel question this? 


3. Vicarious Atonement. 
Vicarious atonement, Rabbi Bern- 
stein proclaimed in one of his 
sweeping assertions, is “completely 
alien to Jewish thought”. I pointed 
out how absurd this was since the 
idea of vicarious atonement is pre- 
sented in its fullness in Isaiah 53 
and is referred to explicitly several 
times in the Rabbinic writings. To 
which Mr. Sandmel, without chal- 
lenging my statement, rejoins that 
the doctrine is central to Christian 
faith and is differently developed 
there from what it is in Judaism. 
That is obvious, as any one can 
see by reading my own brief pre- 
sentation of Jewish religion, but 
how it vindicates Rabbi Bernstein 
remains a mystery. 


In short, if words mean any- 
thing, Mr. Sandmel has no¢ shown, 
on these points at least, that “it 
is Bernstein who is right and Her- 
berg who is wrong.” Most of the 
references he so learnedly gives are 
either irrelevant or else sustain my 
position. 


That is virtually all I have to 
say. Mr. Sandmel does not like the 
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tone and “spirit” of my article; 
that is his privilege. But he is care- 
ful to add: “That does not affect 
the validity of Herberg’s conten- 
tions.” Since he does not challenge 
the validity of my contentions, 
there is no point in continuing the 
controversy. Whether what I have 
to say is in line with normative 
Jewish religion is to be determined 
not by dubious psychological im- 
pressions (“the relative serenity of 
Rabbinic Judaism”) or by a petu- 
lant hurling of epithets (‘‘neo- 
orthodox”, “existentialist”), but 
by a serious examination of what 
authentic Jewish tradition really 
does have to say. 


One word more. I never, in my 
article, cast reflections on the qual- 
ity of Rabbi Bernstein’s religion. 
I would not presume to judge, and 
moreover I have no doubt that it 
is at least as good and as valid as 
my own. What I did comment on 
was “the kind of religion Rabbi 
Bernstein expounds” — that is, his 
theology, a very different thing. 
And that I found to be mediocre 
and superficial. Mr. Sandmel’s let- 
ter in defense of Rabbi Bernstein 
only confirms me in my view. 

I have nothing to say to Rabbi 
Goldstein’s letter. What can I say 
to a rabbi to whom grace, salva- 
tion, even resurrection and the 
Messiah sound suspicious? But I 
cannot allow his reference to Mil- 
ton Steinberg to pass unnoted. Mil- 
ton Steinberg was a dear friend of 
mine; we read and discussed theol- 
ogy together. During the last 
months of his life, he read with 
great care the manuscript of a 
book I had written (soon to be 
published), of which my Frontier 
article is a kind of outline. His 
recorded opinion of my work is 
altogether too flattering for me 
to quote here; I will merely say 
that it is very, very different from 
Rabbi Goldstein’s. Milton Stein- 
berg would not, I think, have re- 
lished Rabbi Goldstein’s attempt 
to drag him in as a witness against 
me. 


In his self-righteous contempt 
for the “Johnny-come-latelies”, 
Rabbi Goldstein might consider 
what Rabbinic literature has to say 


about the baal teshubah. 


I am very grateful to Emil Fac- 
kenheim, Milton Konvitz and 


Alexander Miller for their good 
opinion of my article. 


Witt HERBERG 


Misunderstood ? 


To THE Epiror: 


Your editorial entitled ‘God- 
liness or Vigilantism” in the 
October, 1950 issue of Jewish 
Frontier has been brought to my 
attention. Since in this editorial 
you criticize very severely an arti- 
cle which I wrote for The Jewish 
Horizon on religious freedom in 
Israel and you impute to me in- 
tolerance of the direst sort, I 
think it only fair that you allow 
me a few words in reply. 


When I wrote the article, I of 
course realized that I was dealing 
with a very controversial prob- 
lem and I anticipated that not 
every one would agree with me, 
but I believed that any criticism 
would be based on the merits of 
the article and on what I actually 
said in it. I was therefore amazed 
to find that your editorial com- 
pletely misinterprets or misrepre- 
sents part of my article. What I 
said was almost the exact contrary 
of what you accuse me of advocat- 
ing. You quote me to the follow- 
ing effecting: “In truth, principles 
of democracy, of majority rule, 
and religious laissez faire are ir- 
relevant and incompetent in a 
field where the revealed word of 
G-d is to be carried out.” You 
gave your readers to understand 
that that was a proposition that 
I was advocating. This sentence, 
when taken out of context as it 
was by you, seems to bear out 
your contention. However, had 
you included what preceded that 
sentence and what immediately 
succeeded that sentence, the mean- 
ing would have been entirely dif- 
ferent. I began by saying, “It 
may be argued, and probably is 
being argued” . . . then came the 
sentence in question, followed by 
“Practically speaking, however, 
such a position could not success- 
fully be maintained under the cir- 
cumstances now existing in Israel 
or under any circumstances fore- 
seeable in the immediate future. 
Even Mr. Shragai admits the ma- 
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jority in Israel today is not pre. 
pared to fulfill the laws of th 
Torah and consequently he limit, 
his demands to a few fundamen, 
issues. Otherwise such an unbend. 
ing position would lead to cop. 
tinuous friction and strife and 
might end by turning the popu. 
lace against it, thereby defeating 
itself. To be of value the argu. 
ments offered by Orthodox ek. 
ments in Israel for support of their 
goals must be both practical and 
persuasive. They must be such 
that the middle-of-the-road Jew 
will accede to their reasonableness,” 

In other words, you have 2. 
tacked me as having argued in 
favor of a position which I my. 
self found wanting in my article, 
All you have done is knock down 
a straw man and liquidate an in- 
tellectual scandal of your own 
making. It was distressing to me 
to be so misinterpreted because as 
a lawyer I strive constantly to 
express exactly what I mean and, 
perhaps even more distressing, be- 
cause that particular paragraph 
upon which you seized happened 
to be one with which I took extra 
pains in order to forestall any 
ambiguity and misunderstanding 
as to my position. 

Other mention which you make 
of me in your editorial tends to 
lend additional support to your 
picture of me as an extremist. | 
submit that these comments too 
would be controverted by a fair 
reading of my article in context 
and it is unfortunate that most 
of your readers do not have the 
opportunity to do so. If I did not 
feel that I would be imposing 
upon your limited space I would 
undertake to show that these com- 
ments also are inaccurate. 


ARNOLD J. MILLER 





We are glad to note that Mr. 
Miller disclaims holding the posi- 
tion which his article in The Jew- 
ish Horizon led us to believe that 
he shares. Though it is true that 
one of the paragraphs we quoted 
began with “It may be argued...” 
it is likewise true that Mr. Miller 
concluded it with “This position 
has the virtue of logical consis- 
tency. . . .” Furthermore our in- 
terpretation of his quotation ap- 
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peared to us to be in full harmony 
with the tenor of the entire article. 
The issue we raised is the one 
of freedom of conscience. In a de- 
mocracy this principle cannot be 
made contingent on practical con- 
siderations or the relative size of 
any particular political party. In 
his article Mr. Miller rejects impu- 
tations of “tyranny” to the relig- 
ious bloc because “The Religious 
Bloc has achieved whatever power 
it now possesses through the bal- 
lot in free democratic  elec- 
tions, .. .” Yet it is obvious to 
all who believe in a democratic 
order that no political party— 
no matter how great its majority 
—has the right to inflict its relig- 
jous convictions and practices on 
other people, be their number ever 
so small, by means of terrorism 
as practiced in Meah Shearim or 
by means of the policeman, as 
the Religious Bloc in Israel is try- 
ing to do. Since Mr. Miller’s arti- 
cle appeared, the Religious Bloc 
has mightily contributed to the 
Cabinet crisis in Israel through 
its demands that the importation 
of non-kosher meat be stopped 
altogether, Sabbath observance be 
enforced on the entire population 
and similar modest requests. If 
this is not tyranny, or an effort 
to obtain tyrannical powers over 
the entire population of Israel, 

what is? 
THE Epirors 
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— these are the foundation-stones on 
which FARBAND has built its program 
of service to our people, our community, 
our country and the individual member 
and his family; 
these are the principles which FAR- 
BAND has strived throughout the 40 
years of its existence to translate into 
concrete achievements in America and 
in Israel; 
these are the pillars on which rest 
FARBAND’S leadership and reputation 
as “the most progressive Jewish frater- 
nal order in America” ; 
these are the things which every intel- 
ligent progressive American Jew needs 
for his own fulfillment and for the en- 
richment of his own life; 
these are the things which FARBAND 
offers you. 





Branches throughout the United States and Canada. 


Membership open to men and women 
From 18 to 60 years of age. 





CLIP AND MAIL TODAY! 
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and additional information about FARBAND, its activities 
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IF YOU ARE LOOKING FOR 





An opportunity to do your bit 
for Israel, the Histadrut, the 
American Jewish Community 
and our people everywhere; 


A program of Jewish action in- 
tegrated with progressive so- 
cial action in our own country 
and on the world arena; 


Warm comradeship in a con- 
genial, Jewishly-motivated and 
Israeli inspired environment; 


Interesting educational, social 
and fraternal activities; 


Cooperative insurance benefits 
and services for yourself and 
family; 


YOU WILL FIND THEM ALL 


ONLY IN FARBAND ! 
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